https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/comments/1agagdk/credibledefense_daily_megathread_february_01_2024/
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Ukraine has sunk another Russian ship in the Black Sea.  While this is new and it needs time to be confirmed, Ukraine has a solid track record of accurate reports on this topic.  Also, the video evidence is very compelling.

https://twitter.com/NOELreports/status/1753011305466740859?ref_src=twsrc%5Egoogle%7Ctwcamp%5Eserp%7Ctwgr%5Etweet

The ship claimed to be sunk was the Missile Corvette  Ivanovets, Tarantul class, and based on the video evidence this will either be a fully fabricated lie (unlikely) or a ship was definitely destroyed and sunk with no possibility for repair.

*Edited to clarify name and ship class
[Washington Post Exclusive: Precision equipment for Russian arms makers came from U.S.-allied Taiwan](https://wapo.st/491geAf)

Gift article included.

This article discusses a Taiwanese company’s continuing sales of CnC machines to Russia, even after the supposed implementation of harsh sanctions on Russia. By rerouting the machines through other countries like Türkiye, the Taiwanese company was able to dodge the sanctions. These drones have been used to expand Russian production of one way attack drones, including Shahed-136s. The article implies that the Taiwanese company also knew that the machines would be used to produce military technology, contrary to their public facing statements. The company also held particularly close ties with Russian arms manufacturers, with high level executives traveling to meet in Sochi last June.
It seems like Armenia is changing it's foreign policy and looking to have new military partners whilst it [moves away from Russia ](https://en.trend.az/scaucasus/armenia/3856435.html)

>Previously, 95-97% of our relations in the defense sector were with the Russian Federation, now this cannot be for both objective and subjective reasons," he said

>He indicated that Yerevan is looking for new partners, since Moscow “failed to fulfill its allied obligations.” As the Prime Minister noted, the events in Karabakh led Armenia to search for new partners in the field of defense.

On top of this, I think this renewed attitude  towards military partnership comes off the back of Armenia [recently joining the ICC](https://www.msn.com/en-za/news/world/russian-ally-could-be-required-to-arrest-putin-if-he-visits/ar-BB1hDiND)

>The former Soviet republic, which has had a rocky relationship with Moscow in recent months, announced that it was formally joining the International Criminal Court (ICC) on Wednesday

>recognizing the jurisdiction of the court means that Armenia is now legally obligated to honor the ICC warrant by arresting the Russian president if he ever sets food on Armenian soil.

The article then continues to list all the events that have weakened Armenian- Russian relations in recent times 

> Putin strengthened Russia's ties with Azerbaijan by signing a political-military agreement with the country only days before the invasion of Ukraine began on February 24, 2022, despite Moscow's traditionally close relationship with Yerevan ... Another indicator of the deteriorating relationship between the nations came in December when Armenian Foreign Affairs Minister Ararat Mirzoyan held a meeting with Ukrainian Foreign Minister Dmytro Kuleba in Brussels to discuss the "advancement" of Ukraine-Armenia relations

Dmitry Peskov, Russia's press secretary insisted that there was:

>"nothing to comment on here"

When asked about recent developments 

And that:

>"on the other hand, it is important for us that such decisions do not affect both de jure [lawfully] and de facto [effectively] our bilateral relations, which we value and hope to further develop,"
Interesting look at some high-quality decoys of German equipment:

[deaidua](https://twitter.com/deaidua/status/1753051947404239275/photo/1)

>I'm still waiting for the chance to add one or two of these very high-quality Bundeswehr decoys (Patriot radar & Marder 1A3) to the German Military Aid to #Ukraine.

That decoy Marder looks like the real thing. Very convincing. I dont think they have been given to Ukraine yet, but hopefully that will change soon. 

[clash report](https://twitter.com/clashreport/status/1752936254662996067)

>Very high-quality decoy of German-supplied Ukrainian Iris-T SLM air defense system.

Clash report also features a full IRIS-T SLM launcher decoy. These are in Ukraine as far as I know. We have seen some videos of hitting these decoys before, but that is the first good look at one I believe.
The IRGC has pulled back some senior officers from Syria due to the recent IDF strikes in Syria which according to the Iranians has killed some of their most senior intelligence generals and around 10 officers in total. 

[Exclusive: Iran's Guards pull officers from Syria after Israeli strikes](https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/irans-guards-pull-officers-syria-after-israeli-strikes-2024-02-01/)

> Iran's Revolutionary Guards have scaled back deployment of their senior officers in Syria due to a spate of deadly Israeli strikes and will rely more on allied Shi'ite militia to preserve their sway there, five sources familiar with the matter said.

>The Guards have suffered one of their most bruising spells in Syria since arriving a decade ago to aid President Bashar al-Assad in the Syrian war. Since December, Israeli strikes have killed more than half a dozen of their members, among them one of the Guards' top intelligence generals.

>As hardliners in Tehran demand retaliation, Iran's decision to pull out senior officers is driven partly by its aversion to being sucked directly into a conflict bubbling across the Middle East, three of the sources told Reuters.
There are a couple more bits of reporting today that Iran is seeking to de-escalate tensions with the U.S. and vice versa. The first, from the [NYT](https://www.nytimes.com/2024/02/01/world/middleeast/iran-us-war.html):

>Iran’s Supreme National Security Council held an emergency meeting this week, deeply worried that the United States would retaliate after an Iran-aligned militia in Iraq killed three American soldiers and wounded more than 40 others in Jordan.

>The council, including the president, foreign minister, chiefs of the armed forces and two aides to the country’s supreme leader, debated how to respond to a range of possibilities, from a U.S. attack on Iran, itself, to strikes against the proxy militias that Iran backs in the region, according to three Iranians with knowledge of the council’s deliberations who were not authorized to speak publicly.

>They relayed the plans developed at the Monday meeting to the supreme leader, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, the people familiar with the discussion said, and he responded with clear orders: avoid a direct war with the United States and distance Iran from the actions of proxies who had killed Americans — but prepare to hit back if the United States struck Iran.

>For a repressive, widely unpopular government already struggling with a weak economy, outbursts of mass protest and terrorism, direct conflict with the United States risks not only death and destruction in Iran. It could threaten the theocratic regime’s grip on power.

>Iran’s relationship with its proxies was designed to afford it plausible deniability. Though Iran leads an overall strategy, the extent to which these groups coordinate their actions and take orders from Iran varies widely: Hezbollah is the closest ally; the Iraqi militias have somewhat more autonomy; and the Houthis are an unpredictable wild card, according to analysts and the Iranians interviewed.

>But a war directly involving Iran and the United States has seemed just a misstep away, and that misstep may have arrived when Iraqi militants aligned with Iran conducted the lethal drone attack on U.S. troops in Jordan last Sunday. After more than 100 such attacks on U.S. bases since Oct. 7, it was the first to kill Americans.

>Now Iran is trying to head off that direct war. After a visit from Gen. Ismail Ghaani, commander of the Quds Forces, Kata’ib Hezbollah, a militia that the Pentagon said was likely responsible for the drone attack, issued a statement on Tuesday saying that it would suspend attacks on U.S. forces, that Iran was not involved in its decision-making, and that in fact sometimes Iran disapproved of its attacks on Americans.

>And three years after sidelining a former foreign minister, Mohammad Javad Zarif, Mr. Khamenei’s circle once again began consulting him regularly. Mr. Zarif, considered a moderate, is well known to American officials.

>“They called on Mr. Zarif because he can better analyze the situation for them and explain it to an audience and in this sensitive time they need top foreign policy experts,” said Sassan Karimi, a political analyst in Tehran who co-teaches a university class with Mr. Zarif. “The goal is to navigate this serious crisis with every tool and in a manner that results in America not attacking Iran.”

>Mr. Khameini has told those close to him that he opposes war with the United States because preserving the Islamic regime’s hold on power is the highest priority, and war would divert the world’s attention from the humanitarian catastrophe in Gaza, according to a person affiliated with his circle and a military strategist with ties to the Revolutionary Guards.

>War could also have disastrous consequences domestically for ordinary people, and Iran is already plagued by international sanctions, unemployment and corruption. Many Iranians do not want war, fearing it would worsen things. Over the past two decades, they have seen U.S.-led invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq, and the civil war in Syria, sow chaos and chronic instability.

>For a government that has repeatedly resorted to violence to crush popular challenges to its rule, conflict risks more internal turmoil. There is dissension even among religious conservatives, and worry that the country’s troubles are insurmountable.

>“There is not even a glimmer of hope for things improving in the Islamic Republic,” wrote Mehdi Nassiri, a conservative cleric who has broken with the government and turned into a vocal critic, on social media. “Today is better than tomorrow.”


The [WSJ](https://www.wsj.com/world/middle-east/shadow-war-with-iran-risks-turning-into-a-direct-conflict-6b8eddd9?mod=newsviewer_click) has more details about U.S. strike plans:

>Biden has approved plans for multiday strikes in Iraq and Syria against multiple targets, including Iranian personnel and facilities, according to U.S. officials. But the response, expected to begin as soon as this weekend, will be “tiered,” mixing military actions with other steps that can be adjusted to signal that Washington doesn’t seek further escalation.

>The goal, U.S. officials say, is to get Iran and its proxies to dial back their attacks across the region as the White House and its allies pursue talks on a cease-fire between Hamas and Israel that they hope will de-escalate tensions.

>By signaling its intention well in advance of any strikes, the White House may give Iran time to reposition personnel and equipment, limiting the effectiveness of the U.S. attacks, analysts said. But it could also ease pressure on Tehran to respond.

>Joseph Votel, a retired U.S. Army general and former top Middle East commander, said the U.S. response had to send a message to Iran that would only be effective if it included direct attacks on Iranian targets, along with other strikes on its proxies.

>“There has to be a very unambiguous message to Iran that we hold them responsible for the actions of these militias,” he said. “I think the targeting has to include some targets that are of value to Iran.”

>The targets don’t need to be inside Iran to deliver the message, he added, but they need to be chosen carefully to avoid sparking a wider war. “They have the ability to strike back across the region with a fairly robust missile capability,” he said.

>Ali Vaez, director of the Iran Project at the International Crisis Group, a conflict-resolution think tank, said the death of U.S. service members in the Jordan attack has likely forced Biden to choose targets that could result in Iranian casualties.

>“If they target IRGC assets but minimize fatalities, Iran might not necessarily respond in a way that would then extend the cycle of violence,” he said. “But if there are IRGC fatalities, it will be hard for them to absorb that cost and not respond.”


Meanwhile, [Axios](https://www.axios.com/2024/02/01/biden-israel-settler-violence-palestinians-executive-order) is reporting that Biden is acting in Israel:

>President Biden on Thursday signed an executive order allowing the U.S. to impose new sanctions on Israeli settlers — and potentially Israeli politicians and government officials — involved in violent attacks against Palestinians.

>Why it matters: The unprecedented executive order is the most significant step any U.S. administration has ever taken in response to violence by Israeli settlers against Palestinian civilians in the West Bank.
The EU [reaches deal](https://www.nytimes.com/2024/02/01/world/europe/eu-hungary-ukraine-fund.html) on Ukraine fund with Orban.

They seemingly agreed to Orbans  requirement that the fund gets an annual review:

"Under the agreement reached on Thursday, the European Commission, the E.U. executive arm, will draft an annual report on how the Ukraine fund is being used. European leaders will have a chance to debate its performance and raise any concerns about it."

Update: [Orban](https://twitter.com/KyivIndependent/status/1753078982659260847?t=1ghqrD1H-edIvIzBx8akpg&s=19)wanted to be able to veto the aid annually however it seems like the deal is only for a discussion in two years.
Zaluzhnyi has [written](https://www.cnn.com/2024/02/01/opinions/ukraine-army-chief-war-strategy-russia-valerii-zaluzhnyi/index.html?cid=external-feeds_iluminar_msn) an Op-Ed on CNN which builds on his last piece for The Economist in November. He lays out the current challenges facing Ukraine, mostly centering around technology and bureaucratic inertia, and posits a path ahead. Excerpts:

>And there is no greater challenge facing the military commander, in my opinion, than understanding – in good time – how each war is shaped differently.

>Firstly, by technological progress, which determines the development of weapons and equipment.

>And, secondly, by political conditions at home and abroad, and the economic environment.

>Victory needs a unique strategy and follows a unique logic.

>The challenge for our armed forces cannot be underestimated.

>It is to create a completely new state system of technological rearmament.

>Taking everything into account at this moment, we think the creation of such a system could be achieved in five months.

>Our partners are of the same view.

>This time will be spent creating an appropriate organizational structure, filling and equipping positions, providing training and support, building out the supporting infrastructure and logistics, and developing a doctrinal framework.

>In conclusion, in 2024, we must focus our main efforts in three areas.

>Creating a system to provide our armed forces with high-tech assets.

>Introducing a new philosophy of training and warfare which takes account of restrictions in assets and how they can be deployed.

>And mastering new combat capabilities as soon as possible.

>We already possess capabilities to eliminate the enemy and ensure the existence of statehood.

>Our goal must be to seize the moment – to maximize our accumulation of the latest combat capabilities, which will allow us to commit fewer resources to inflicting maximum damage on the enemy, to end the aggression and protect Ukraine from it in the future.
As usual, The War Zone has a great article about the sinking of Ivanovets:


[Ukraine Sinks Russian Navy Missile Corvette In Drone Boat Attack](https://www.twz.com/news-features/ukraine-sinks-russian-navy-missile-corvette-in-drone-boat-attack)


>A dramatic new view released by the Ukrainian Defense Intelligence Directorate (GUR) shows several of its uncrewed surface vessels (USVs) strike and sink the Russian Tarantul-III class missile corvette Ivanovets. The attack took place Wednesday night local time on the Black Sea near Lake Donuzlav in western Crimea, the GUR said on its Telegram channel.


>A 128-second video posted on Twitter shows what appears to be a complex attack on the Ivanovets by what Lt. Gen. Kyrylo Budanov, commander of GUR, told us were Maritime Autonomous Guard Unmanned Robotic Apparatus (MAGURA V5) USVs operated by the GUR’s Group 13 drone unit.


>“In the course of special (active) measures in the period from Jan. 31 to Feb. 1, the department planned and carried out the destruction of" the Ivanovets "on the raid of Lake Donuzlav,” Budanov told us. “During the destruction of the specified ship, six direct hits by naval drones were made to the hull of the ship. As a result of the damage, the ship rolled astern and sank. According to preliminary data, the search and rescue operation conducted by the enemy was not successful.”


Budanov told TWZ that six MAGURA V5 drones were used. The video only shows three hits, but there wouldn't be a video without more drones filming the first drones.


As for the corvette, Ivanovets [was used](https://www.twz.com/ominous-russian-anti-ship-missile-drill-sinks-ex-ukrainian-corvette) to demonstrate its anti-ship capabilities when Russia pulled out of the grain deal last year, sinking a vessel Russia captured from Ukraine in 2014. Russia also destroyed 60,000 tons of grain in Odesa.


Ukraine, in its turn, [promised](https://censor.net/en/news/3432719/the_further_we_go_the_less_likely_the_russian_black_sea_fleet_is_to_survive_our_capabilities_are_no) to drive away Russia's Black Sea Fleet from Crimea. It's something of an irony of fate that this particular corvette was sunk now - and outside Crimea too!
[removed]
As one of the more vocal critics of the way this was handled, I feel it's only right to share this apology from the sec def today. 

[Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin: "We did not handle this right. And I did not handle this right. I should have told the president about my cancer diagnosis. I should have also told my team and the American public, and I take full responsibility."](https://twitter.com/atrupar/status/1753081085095784488)

He also says they have put in new procedures to prevent the lack of notification from happening in the future.
An article detailing what the U.S. Marine Corps is learning about the interaction between logistical drones and other assets with some quotes about the need for better command and control in order to be able to keep the drone out of the way of other American assets.  With the [preliminary reports](https://apnews.com/article/jordan-drone-attack-attack-confusion-f175962e058b9b6f668303faf248d8e6) suggesting that the enemy drone that killed US troops in Jordan was mistaken for a U.S. drone, and [plans to increasingly use drones for logistical supply of remote bases](https://news.usni.org/2023/02/23/unmanned-supply-drones-forward-basing-key-to-marines-new-logistics-plan) the ability to properly identify drones will be a key component of force protection.  

[Marine Corps to field squad-level loitering munitions by 2027 | Defense One | January 2024](https://www.defenseone.com/defense-systems/2024/01/marine-corps-field-squad-level-loitering-munitions-2027/393776/?oref=d1-skybox-hp)

*Some Marine Corps squads will get loitering munitions as soon as fiscal year 2027, and the race is already on to figure out how to operate them in congested airspace, two program managers said Tuesday. The Corps first identified the need for an infantry-controlled loitering munition in 2020, shortly after Azerbaijan used multiple types of one-way attack drones to devastate Armenian forces.*

*Since then, the Marines have stood up several loitering munitions programs, including one called the Organic Precision Fire program that will provide squad and platoon-sized units with loitering munitions. That program is split into two elements: Organic Precision Fire—Infantry and Organic Precision Fire—Mounted, for use on vehicles.*

*The Marine Corps is “going pretty aggressively into identifying a lightweight solution for squads,” said Travis Bowden, capabilities integration officer for Organic Precision Fires.*

*Marines in the field will get the weapon “sometime in [fiscal year] 2027, Bowden said, though the timeline also depends on how well potential suppliers perform.*

*Use of drones in Ukraine has validated many of the Marine Corps’ assumptions about how to use loitering munitions, Bowden said. Still, he cautioned that the Marines’ global, expeditionary nature means it has different priorities than Ukrainian drone-bombing units with short logistics chains.*

*For one, fuzes, lithium batteries, and other elements of a loitering munition will have to be stored safely on ships and planes traveling anywhere in the world. The variation in climate from the sweltering Pacific to the freezing Arctic could also affect the munitions’ battery life, he said.*

*Changing weather could also affect accuracy, Bowden said. And the jury is still out on whether the service will choose a sophisticated, expensive weapon or a simpler, cheaper model, Bowden said. “That's why the lessons from Ukraine and other places are giving us some starting points to kind of validate what we're thinking,” he said. Regardless, given the limitations of weather, electronic warfare, and logistics, Bodwen said he does not foresee loitering munitions “darkening the sky.”*

*Command and control systems will also need to improve for the Marine Corps to use the weapons, he said, including better intelligence collection for identifying targets and greater communications between units to coordinate strikes.*

*Targeting, communications, and weapons will need to “progress together and mature together in order to realize that full targeting process that we're trying to get to the lowest level,” of command, he said.*

*The Marines’ fielding of another drone, the resupply TRV-150C model, is already providing lessons in drone deployment, said Master Sgt. Christopher Genualdi, capabilities integration officer for aerial delivery and autonomous distribution systems.*

*The Marine Corps announced the initial fielding of six of the large drones in November of last year. The drones are designed to drop-off payloads to Marines deployed in areas where an enemy’s defenses prevent aerial resupply. The drones can fly a payload of 150 pounds about nine miles.*

*The drones are so easy to fly that they are piloted by members of Marine logistics units, rather than dedicated drone pilots, Genualdi said. However, as troops learn to use the system, they’ve discovered that there’s no easy way to keep drones out of the way of other U.S. aircraft and airborne munitions.*

*Units can manually deconflict airspace by verbally informing other units, including Marine aviators, of the drones presence, Genualdi said. Failing that, though, the Marine Corps systems do not easily allow for tracking of both unmanned and manned planes at the same time.*

*“I have a guy who works in the Direct Air Support Center, deconflicting in the airspace,” he said, “but our systems don't necessarily talk to his.” Genualdi said the issue isn’t insolvable, pointing to successes in the commercial sector for tracking airborne vehicles.*

*“I'm able to go online right now and kind of see every single civilian aircraft,” he said.*

*The Marine Corps is also working through who is supposed to fix the drones when they break. The current repair program consists of contracted repair, in which drones are sent back to dedicated repair centers. In the field, though, Marines may need to learn how to make simple repairs, like swapping out motors. For example, troops qualified at micro-soldering might step into repair drones, Genualdi said.*
[MQ-9 Reapers deploy to Romania to surveil NATO’s Eastern Flank](https://www.airforce-technology.com/news/mq-9-reapers-deploy-romania-nato-eastern-flank/)

Netherlands MQ-9 Reaper drone aircraft have arrived in Romania to contribute to Nato's Air Shielding mission on the Black Sea. Not much is disclosed about how these aircraft are normally deployed, and it's interesting to see the drones being deployed to Romania to as part of sky shielding duties for Nato over the Black Sea.
In 2% and Ukraine support news:

[Hartpunkt: Agreement on defence budget and special funds for 2024](https://www.hartpunkt.de/einigung-auf-verteidigungshaushalt-und-sondervermoegen-fuer-2024/)

>The Budget Committee of the German Bundestag has approved the defence budget and the economic plan for the special fund for 2024 at its adjustment meeting. As the BMVg writes in a press release, with around 52 billion euros in the defence budget (Section 14) and around 19.8 billion euros from the Bundeswehr Special Fund for 2024, the foundation has been laid for the further implementation of the Zeitenwende.  
>  
>\[...\]  
>  
>Defence Minister Pistorius is quoted in the MoD press release as saying: "We take our security and defence seriously and will achieve a NATO quota of 2.1 percent with this year's budget. This sends a clear signal to our soldiers, to our international partners, but also to all citizens."

After the issue with the budget last December, the German government has approved the new budget for 2024. The main points of interest: The regular budget will rise by around 2bn EUR and together with 19.8bn EUR from the special budget Germany will spend 72bn EUR in 2024. All in all reaching a defence spending quota of 2.1%. 

In addition, the government passed 7.5bn EUR in direct military support for Ukraine (which is supplemented by support from other ministries and multilateral aid trough the EU) in 2024.
[World Court dismisses much of Ukraine's case against Russia](https://www.reuters.com/world/europe/world-court-rule-whether-russia-violated-international-treaties-ukraine-2024-01-31/)

Yesterday the World Court ruled on a case brought by Ukraine against Russia way back in 2017. The Court found that Russia had violated international agreements related to funding terrorist/armed groups as well as discriminating against Ukrainian-language education in Crimea, but did not impose any indemnities on Russia for these violations. The Court dismissed much of Ukraine's claims however, not weighing in on whether Russia was behind the downing of MH17, not investigating Russian weapons transfers to Ukrainian separatists (the judges notes that only funding/financial assistance to terrorist groups violates the international anti-terrorism agreements), and not finding that Russia had discriminated against Crimean Tatars. The case was narrowly focused on issues from before Russia's full scale invasion began in February 2022. 

On Friday, the ICJ is expected to rule on another case brought by Ukraine which accuses Russia of falsely applying the 1948 Genocide Convention to justify its full-scale invasion of Ukraine.
So I have [a small twitter account](https://twitter.com/shake_fist/followers) that I mostly use to tweet at major personalities or companies when I feel like it. I have few if any real followers (upon inspection only two that I know to be real accounts, David Helms, whom I have tweeted back and forth with about Ukraine, and Delta's corporate account from when I bitched at them about screwing up my flights many years ago), but lately I noticed a dramatic uptick in followers, all of whom display women's names, and all but one in first name/last name format. Everyone from "Blair Kinsler" up on the list of followers linked above. None have normal, random usernames like, for example, stult or shake_fist. Not even a male name. About twenty such people have followed me in the past two weeks. I now have a grand total of 31 followers, after 10+ years on twitter, where I admittedly have never been terribly active. 

Many of those who followed me over this period first liked various pro-Ukrainian tweets I made in reply to major media figures. To me, this looks like a totally unrestrained and transparent effort to establish a bot net focused on influencing the discourse around Ukraine, possibly even in a pro-Ukrainian direction, because they seem to be amplifying my pro-Ukrainian tweets. Although that could just be to establish pro-Ukrainian credentials before switching to amplifying pro-Russian views in the future. I did not see anything like this uptick in 2014, 2016, or 2020, all of which were years for peak Russian disinformation operations on American social media. 

Right now, I am especially wary of disinformation ops because it is a US presidential election year, and especially because this particular election has such enormous portent for international affairs generally and the Russo-Ukrainian War specifically. Even disinfo ops from the people I agree with concern me, because they introduce noise into the discourse that can obscure underlying and unpleasant realities, which I would rather be aware of than insulated from by propaganda. 

I'm also concerned that if such transparent bot networks are operating with impunity that Musk's takeover of Twitter and subsequent elimination of most of the content moderation teams there has opened the floodgates for abuse and manipulation. I may only be seeing pro-Ukrainian bot networks because I am a "useful idiot" for them in the sense that I promote views friendly to their cause, but it seems likely that other perhaps more subtle bot networks are pushing points of view that I strongly oppose. 

Has anyone else observed anything like this? And does anyone know of any NGO or any other type of media responsibility organization that monitors this sort of thing and to whom I can report my experience for follow up investigation?

Edit: in response to whoever reported this as "off topic." Disinformation is a critical part of modern conflicts and is integral to the Russian theory of "hybrid warfare." So it's absolutely on topic for CD, not only from the perspective of trying to understand ongoing hybrid warfare campaigns, but also because identifying disinformation campaigns is critical to maintaining access to credible discourse.
Yesterday journalist Armin Rosen reported that Israel was close to a "US-managed battlefield defeat".

>Burns did his job well. Israel's negotiating position has considerably softened over the past week. They're now contemplating something close to a US-managed battlefield defeat

[https://twitter.com/ArminRosen/status/1752710709362770428](https://twitter.com/ArminRosen/status/1752710709362770428)

>It is clear by now that there isn't going to be some big turnabout in US position. Iran's strategy hasn't been flawless but it's largely worked: Firing on US ships and killing American soldiers has made Washington even more eager for this to all be over  
>  
>Ie, biggest development of recent days hasn't been a US response to the Iranian-backed killing of its soldiers, but renewed American pressure on an ally that's currently fighting an Iranian proxy. Tehran played its hand against America pretty damn well in the end

Armin Rosen works for tabletmag and I would classify him more to the right. I didn't want to cite him because his entire thread is highly speculative and colored by a certain negative sentiment towards Iran. 

Today a US official confirmed that this was indeed the goal of the US administration:

>Citing a draft of the deal read by “officials involved in the talks,” The Wall Street Journal reports that the US is “pushing for a ceasefire deal that could stop the war in Gaza long enough to stall Israel’s military momentum and potentially set the stage for a more lasting truce.”
  


[https://www.timesofisrael.com/liveblog\_entry/report-us-hopes-hostage-deal-could-stop-israels-military-momentum-lead-to-lasting-truce/](https://www.timesofisrael.com/liveblog_entry/report-us-hopes-hostage-deal-could-stop-israels-military-momentum-lead-to-lasting-truce/)

We are still close to a truce. 

>Hamas is unlikely to reject a Gaza hostage deal proposal it received from mediators this week, but will not sign it without assurances that Israel has committed to ending the war, a Palestinian official close to the talks says.
  


[https://www.timesofisrael.com/liveblog\_entry/hamas-said-unlikely-to-reject-hostage-deal-offer-but-will-demand-israeli-withdrawal/](https://www.timesofisrael.com/liveblog_entry/hamas-said-unlikely-to-reject-hostage-deal-offer-but-will-demand-israeli-withdrawal/)

The outline is mostly still unchanged. Hamas demands too. The release of all hostages in three waves (elderly and wounded, women, men), a release of most terrorists in Israel regardless what they were convicted of and a permanent end to the Israeli campaign.
So I have now heard in numerous (relatively high quality podcasts and commentators) that Ukraine successfully has broken Russias ability for a naval blockade, while I do not doubt the damage done to the black sea fleet I am much more dubious about the claim of a broken blockade.

Would Russia not be able to still sink ships carrying grain? imho if it was just a question of Ukraine fighting quite effectively stopping these transports even with a crippled navy, it seems much more a question of Russia being deterred either by threats if retaliation of outside nations (probably UK, US, Turkey) or the fallout from so far neutral nations relying on black sea grain support (possibly even China weighting in displeased with the utter disruption stopping grain supplies would have globally).

The success of the sunken ships for Ukraine seem to lie much more in taking out cruise missile launch platforms.
Russian milbloggers note the appearance of two new series of artillery shells - one with increased power and range (presumably for counterbattery work) and another - so-called "mobilisation" series, presumably for mass production and mass use. Photos of the shells can be found in Telegram links.

One wonders how much the presence of different kind of ammunition complicates artillery targeting calculations.

https://t. me/milinfolive/115389

>A selection of new-made shells of increased power and range, actively used by Russian artillery in the Northern Military District zone, which were noticed by the enemy.

>Thus, in the published frames, attention is drawn to 152-mm 3OF64 shells for the Msta-S and Msta-B guns, 152-mm 3OF25 shells for Akatsiya and D-20, 122-mm 3OF56 shells for 122- mm "Gvozdik" and D-30, as well as 152-mm 3OF59 shells for "Giacintov-S" and "Giacintov-B".

>These ammunitions are united by a previously uncharacteristic color palette in yellow and green tones, indicating new production (previously, shells were painted only gray), as well as filling with hexal instead of TNT .

>Hexal (A-IX-2) significantly ( more than 1.5 times ) increases the power of a projectile explosion relative to TNT. Also, some of the listed ammunition received a slight increase in flight range due to their improved aerodynamic shape.

>Thus, it is worth noting that Russian industry has significantly increased the production of artillery ammunition, and has also begun to modernize it. We hope that, coupled with supplies from some friendly countries , this will help eliminate the shortage and even create certain reserves.


https://t. me/milinfolive/115466

>In addition to modernizing the increase in production of previously known types of 152 and 122 mm artillery ammunition, the Russian military-industrial complex has also started producing completely new shells.

>Thus, thanks to published materials, which drew the attention of enemy researchers, it became known about the presence of high-explosive fragmentation shells 152 mm 3OF98 , 122 mm 3OF99 and 3OF56IM-1 manufactured in 2023.

>Nothing is known about the characteristics of these new ammunition, except that they are loaded with TNT instead of the more powerful hekasal , unlike the selection of shells from our previous publication. This fact, coupled with the fact that these ammunition are intended for the 152-mm 2S3 “Akatsiya” and D-20 guns, as well as the 122-mm 2S1 “Gvozdika” and D-30 guns, which are being restored from storage, indicates their “mobilization” nature of production .

>Separately, we can highlight the new 122-mm shell of increased power OF56IM-1, which differs from its “gray” mobilization counterparts.

>To summarize both publications: our military-industrial complex did not sit still all the time, but launched large-scale work on the production of both new artillery shells and modernization with the restoration of the production of previously known ammunition.
[CNN says, according to its sources, Zaluzhny will be fired by the end of the week.](https://edition.cnn.com/2024/01/31/europe/zaluzhny-oust-ukraine-army-zelensky-intl/index.html) As per the article, in December there was a 26% gap in approval between the two, and many would rather have Zaluzhny than Zelensky (never really liked by the military and the right wing, ugly pre-war baggage). The rift could be even wider now, and some political heavyweights like Timoshenko and Poroshenko came out in support of the general. Anecdotally,[ the military would hate this change,](https://www.kyivpost.com/post/27438)   no surprise there.  
The question is, is there a possibility of a military coup? While Zaluzhny doesn't strike me as the type to do it, now he is likely at his most powerful and popular relative to Zelensky while still being in a position of power, and if his sense of duty tingles a certain way, who knows? Other possible perpetrators (acting independently of Zaluzhny) are senior officers who think replacing Zaluzhny would be a betrayal. In any case, a military dictatorship is unlikely, and they'd be seeking to transfer power to a friendly politician ASAP, because officers can't govern, and they can't afford this kind of problem now, and additionally, military dictatorships are viewed as less legitimate.    
Also, in this scenario, who would Ukraine's Western backers side with? The US will know in advance and will have to choose which side to back with intelligence.
https://www.dsca.mil/press-media/major-arms-sales/india-mq-9b-remotely-piloted-aircraft

Update to yesterday's thread about the halting of the drone sale to India by the US. The Wire has an extreme anti-government bias and is not a good source of info
[removed]
Given that there were still Ukrainian drones in the area able to film the sinking, what are the chances that other Russian ships were able to rescue any survivors? Does anyone know how long a sailor could expect to survive in the Black Sea this time of year?
[there is already a geolocation as well](https://twitter.com/CovertShores/status/1753025542155092067)
You can see the bow of the ship vertical. Either the Russians have amazing tech or the ship is resting on the bottom of the sea.
The guardian is reporting  
"Ukraine has reportedly carried out heavy missile strikes on military targets in Crimea including the Balbek airfield used by occupying Russian forces, with possible losses of Russian aircraft and personnel. Ukrainian news outlets citing military sources said Scalp and Storm Shadow missiles were used in the attacks on Wednesday."  

Can anyone elaborate?
Does this add more credibility to the Iranian swarm tactic when it comes to the US navy in the Persian Gulf? The idea that dozens of small craft could inflict significant damage to a carrier or US warship has been mostly dismissed in the past. This seems to suggest otherwise. What did the Russians fail to do when it came to repelling the attack? Could the US Navy be equally vulnerable?
This was posted in [yesterday's Megathread](https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/s/rpDr7otvFn) but as it was near the end of the time, it's fine here as well.
For a deeper discussion, I recommend the following series of articles written by a Taiwanese reporter. These three articles are in Chinese, though.

[https://www.twreporter.org/a/taiwan-machine-tool-circumvent-sanctions](https://www.twreporter.org/a/taiwan-machine-tool-circumvent-sanctions)

[https://www.twreporter.org/a/taiwan-machine-tool-russia-enduser](https://www.twreporter.org/a/taiwan-machine-tool-russia-enduser)

[https://www.twreporter.org/a/taiwan-machine-tool-russia-regulation](https://www.twreporter.org/a/taiwan-machine-tool-russia-regulation)

The first article is the most informative, having a lot of statistics and showing a network of suppliers and buyers from Taiwan to Russia.

The second article is a case study.

The third article explains the cultural aspect -- Taiwan's government lacks the expertise and the will to tighten export control. Taiwanese precision machine manufacturers, who are mostly small and medium enterprises, also lack the resource to engage in "due diligence", including checks on the actual end-user of the machines.
forget taiwan...there was a video not long ago showing russian military equipment plants and they just had a bunch of nsh and haas cnc tools. not only were they still being sold recently most of the high end machining needs software update packages which could in theory be geofenced to make them obsolete. its just greed and not wanting to step on corporate interests
So as to not editorialize or self advertise in the main post, I’ve [written about this before on War College](https://reddit.com/r/WarCollege/comments/17jmwc7/_/k759vug/?context=1).
Title aside; it seems like the east asian nations really don't care about the war in Ukraine. Sure, there's been some donations and no fly zones, but it feels like an incredible backburner issue culturally there

Also, lol:

&#x200B;

>Bredikhin acknowledged in a phone interview with The Post that he had for years imported CNC machine tools from I Machine Tools, but he denied doing so after the restrictions were put in place last January. He said the shipments after that point were for spare parts and so did not violate export controls.

Why would you possibly give an interview to the post about breaking sanctions?
[Andrew Perpetua thinks that this is a decoy.](https://t.me/vysokygovorit/14431) He's logged several decoy hits that were either wooden or non-specified. Could be one of those.
Interesting thing in all of this is that Syria and Iran doesn't have good AD to stop Israeli flights in Syria
> Iran's decision to pull out senior officers is driven partly by its aversion to being sucked directly into a conflict bubbling across the Middle East

Is that something that is confidently known/stated?
[removed]
This was posted [4 hours ago in yesterday's Megathread](https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/s/s4hAZh8EM6) but it's fine here as well.
~~Over how many years is this aid portioned out?~~   


Apparently it is over four years. A bit over twelve billion a year is enough to cover about 30% of their projected budget deficit. I'd assume the US will also contribute some aid. They don't need a balanced budget, so this goes a really long way towards keeping their budgetary issues in check.
So this deal for aid from the EU by itself will not arm Ukraine, right, we don't think Ukraine will say be buying artillery shells or anything with it, we're still waiting on the US?
> Introducing a new philosophy of training and warfare which takes account of restrictions in assets and how they can be deployed.

I think this is one of the biggest things learned from Western training leading into the Ukraine battlefield, even old Ukrainian training or Soviet doctrine.
Zaluzhny seems to be a realist who aknowledges how hard the war and the enemy is instead of giving in to "Crimea beach party by christmas" rhetoric.
It’s interesting that even Ukraine’s top brass seem to recognize these issues, but appear unable to do anything about it. Bureaucratic inertia is a heavy thing. 
[removed]
It's interesting, because it highlights an asymmetry that isn't usually discussed. Russia still has a desire to be a world player, while Ukraine doesn't, so Russia needs to maintain and protect many more assets than Ukraine does.
Maybe I'm missing something here, but it seems to me like there's a hugely important development going on in naval warfare right now. 

Russia has had both plenty of time and motivation to adapt against this maritime drone attacks, yet it still keeps loosing some of it's most important Black Sea ships to it (btw, if someone knows a source keeping track of all the losses and what remains of the BSF, let me know). 

Shouldn't other navies be getting extremely nervous about their own fleets? Are the Russians particularly vulnerable or is it simply a matter of a new kind of threat emerging for which defenses haven't been developed yet? 

How long until the Houtis and other malicious actors get their hands on similar drones and start wreaking havock on international shipping? How much intelligence and expertise would be required if your only goal is to stalk random cargo vessels going through a straight?
For those of us who don't know anything about F/A-18 hornets, would they have been a net negative to the Ukrainian war effort?
Please refrain from drive-by link dropping.  Summarize articles, only quote what is important, and use that to build a post that other users can engage with; offers some in depth knowledge on a well discussed subject; or offers new insight on a less discussed subject.
I'm speaking out of ignorance, but I don't really understand why "taking full responsibility" means issuing an apology. A PV1, a company commander, going AWOL for week are still getting UCMJ. The SecDef has specific legal obligations of his own, where are the legal actions to hold him responsible for breaking those? The services have long had a problem with the good ole boys doing whatever they want and this reeks of it.
Borrell also said yesterday the military support for 2024 will be [21bn euros v 28bn for 2022 and 2023 combined](https://newsukraine.rbc.ua/news/as-much-in-one-year-than-previously-in-two-1706723534.html). I think the EU is about overtake the US for total support provided if it hasn't already.
>the judges notes that only funding/financial assistance to terrorist groups violates the international anti-terrorism agreements

So in their eyes, you can give a group of people guns, tanks, and SAM's without a worry but the second a ruble is exchanged is when it violates any agreements? These international organizations really go out of their way to undercut their own legitimacy.
What a bizarre article and a bizarre decision. They are basically saying that you can train and arm terrorists but you can't finance them. Furthermore I don't know why they would say that the Dutch court sentenced " two russians and a Ukrainian in absentia to life imprisonment for their role in the disaster" without clarification that all of them were heavily involved with russian proxies.
I would note for those confused by this ruling that [Ukraine's case](https://www.icj-cij.org/case/166) appears to be specifically relying on two UN treaties, one dealing with racial discrimination and one dealing specifically with the [financing of terrorism](https://treaties.un.org/doc/db/Terrorism/english-18-11.pdf). It doesn't appear (at a glance) that there is a [UN treaty](https://treaties.un.org/Pages/DB.aspx?path=DB/studies/page2_en.xml) dealing with arms transfers to terrorist groups/militant groups which attack civilians. Yes, this does appear to be an oversight, and it hardly seems just that Russia will not be held accountable for a lot of these egregious actions during the War in the Donbas. 

But it also doesn't come as a shock to me, coming from the perspective of someone with legal training. UN treaties are hardly comprehensive.

From skimming [the summary](https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/166/166-20240131-sum-01-00-en.pdf) of yesterday's judgement, it appears Ukraine was arguing for a broad definition of "funds" in order to fit the MH17 shootdown and other violence committed by Russian-armed groups in Ukraine under the treaty covering the financing of terrorism. I can understand why a majority of the justices were unwilling to stretch the treaty to encompass material support in general.

As for why the ICJ/World Court did not grant the requests for compensation and ruled against Ukraine on the issue of discrimination against Crimean Tatars, I'll have to finish reading later, but I would imagine issues of evidence and intent play a role.

In short, the ruling is a bit of a letdown, but makes some sense from a legal perspective and in light of the ICJ still struggling to gain legitimacy and be taken seriously on the international stage. I can see how adopting a more conservative and narrow approach to statutory interpretation might be seen as the better approach towards gaining legitimacy.
I wouldn't necessarily connect it with Ukraine as a subject, I've been getting one or two followers a day for quite a while now, as you said, random first name/surname with someone's stolen photo and maybe a bio or one or two tweets with some maybe ai-generated or stolen text.

None of them are really trying to sell me anything or really do much at all, it's a little bit spooky to be honest but it seems relatively harmless.

E.g. https://twitter.com/l_mccadd

It's funny because he who shall not be named was meant to be cracking down on bots (he's blasted on about them often enough) but as you say the cuts probably haven't helped.
Bots follow accounts and like random tweets. The fact they liked your pro-Ukraine ones is a coincidence. Just look at the selection of tweets they have liked by loading up their profiles. You'll see all kinds of shit.
I have noticed an uptick in youtube videos attempting to teach people how to run "OF agencies" - how to work with OF models to build traffic to their model pages and then participate in the profits. 

Old fashioned smut peddling may not simply be ruled out!
While not directly answering your question and unsure of where you're from, the Swedish National Security Advisor [talked](https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-25/putin-s-disinformation-push-focuses-on-global-south-sweden-says) directly about Russian disinformation tactics, joining the ranks of numerous other European countries that are following the U.S.'s lead in disclosing details on these sorts of influence campaigns. Excerpts:


>“The Russian influence apparatus has been mainly busy in Ukraine, in the Russian homeland, and what could be termed in information terms the soft underbelly of the globe,” Swedish National Security Advisor Henrik Landerholm said in an interview Wednesday during a visit to Washington.

>“Russia’s approach is very much crash, bash, trash,” Landerholm said, drawing on his experience as Sweden’s ambassador to Latvia. “Rather than creating a positive narrative that was pro-Russian, it was mainly anti- the country, the lifestyle, the institutions.”

>That gives Russia “the opportunity to use any narrative — often contradictory narratives,” he said. “The aim is mainly to undermine resilience and confidence in Western societies.”

>Sweden has grown relatively resilient to the threat in recent years, he said, but progress across Europe is uneven. “The understanding of these practices and the skills to manage them has increased a lot across most of Europe,” he said, but “some countries haven’t even started.”
I've noticed those bots too. For me, it tends to only happen when I reply to certain accounts, namely those in the tech space, which I suspect are being targeted for crypto promo/scams. Weeks after a engage in ~50 deep tweet thread with someone, there will be those pretty female face and generic name accounts that randomly "likes" one of the tweets in the thread. I'm convinced it's fake as the "like" is just as likely to hit the weakest point in the discussion as they are the strongest point.

Also, I'm curious if anyone else has had the experience where they'll be debating a point at length with someone on Twitter who is pushing a Putin-approved narrative, maybe over hours with dozens of tweets going back and forth, and the instant you mention you aren't American (I'm British), they stop replying. Maybe Americans only like arguing with other Americans, or maybe they're a paid-troll that is meant to only be targetting a particular demographic?
[This comment from a while back might shed some light.](https://old.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/comments/18oee6f/credibledefense_daily_megathread_december_22_2023/kejl9gq/?context=3) Pro-Ukraine botnets are really huge.
[removed]
>Tehran played its hand against America pretty damn well in the end

I think it is more about how poorly Israel has played its hand.  It has basically done what was expected out of Netanyahu-led govt.  Unsurprisingly that is empowering to Iran and puts the US (and of course Israel) in a bad position.
Disregarding the Gaza situation ( which is a humanitarian disaster regardless of which side you're supporting ), wouldn't that show the rest of the world that the US can be bullied into submission and increase the worries about how unreliable such an alliance is? 

Israel sees their battlefield victories get nullified in the name of US politics and Iran learns the Americans won't commit to a long conflict so with enough attacks on the US and their allies it's possible to eventually force them to pull out of Syria and Iraq.
> Yesterday journalist Armin Rosen reported that Israel was close to a "US-managed battlefield defeat".

Rosen’s statements seem rather hyperbolic, considering the deal in the article he linked to:

> A barebones framework for a deal with Hamas would see all civilian hostages held by the Palestinian terror group in Gaza freed over a six-week pause in fighting, in exchange for three times as many Palestinian security prisoners released from Israeli jails, the Washington Post reported Wednesday.
***
> Described as a document currently spanning just 2-3 pages, the proposed deal would also reportedly have Israel temporarily reposition its forces outside highly populated areas of Gaza, and allow significantly more aid to enter the Strip. Negotiators were said to be hopeful that the deal could lead to a permanent halt of the war.

It’s hard to see how that’s a battlefield defeat. The week long ceasefire/hostage release that occurred earlier certainly wasn’t.
The US pressure to end the fighting and hold back Israel is independent of Houthi/Iran's actions and started day 1 after Oct 7th with efforts to prevent a military incursion into Gaza from starting at all. It's more in the interest of holding together Israel-Saudi/Middle East normalization than anything else, which would provide a stronger front against Iran if formed.
I truly, truly cannot see this entire situation NOT eventually evolving into full blown war with Israel eventually using their Jericho 3 Trump card. I can totally see it. It's 2028, Netanyahu or a clone of him (at least ideals wise) is in charge, the US president is left leaning and shying away from ME involvement with Iran ensuring they are playing a role as well.

Fast forward to the point Israel realizes their security is only going to be completely, unambiguously secured by themselves and themselves only. 

I really think by 2030 we see a nearly independent Israel with an extremely happy trigger finger who doesn't listen to anyone. And I do think they will go toe to toe with Iran eventually. I find it inevitable.

"Never again" can only be broken so many times until the literal religious ethnostate decides its gloves off time. And I think we all know how violent religious, sectarian based wars can get.
[removed]
A large part of the issue is that Ukraine has and shown the capability to sink ships in the Black sea. So if Russia would start shooting down international ships bound for Ukraine, Ukraine could retaliate with shooting down ships bound for Russia. Since the port of Novorossiysk is very important for Russia, It is their main oil export port, the trade off is bad.
But, the blockade has already been broken.  Ukraine is moving grain in the black sea at comparable levels to before this full scale invasion.  Granted they don't have full access to shipping lanes, but the blockade was broken and Ukraine did it by forcing the Russian black sea fleet further east.  And they forced it east by destroying ships.
Russia had two options: implicit threats using a [fleet in being](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fleet_in_being), or explicitly putting ships in cargo lanes and boarding and turning stuff away. 

A fleet in being only works when it's a credible threat. Ukraine called Russia's bluff, and Russia has declined to force the issue (and potentially lose more warships), so trade resumed.

However, Russia has changed approach, and is trying to reassert its influence via anti-shipping mines. I don't know whether they are air, sea or sub-launched, but they have occasionally turned up in sea lanes and outside Ukrainian ports. The idea is to have a chilling effect on the grain trade by making it riskier to do business with Ukraine.

And the counter to *that* is regular mineweeps, which is why the UK donated some minesweepers to Ukraine, which are currently held up by Montreux Convention issues.
Could they be referring to how Ukraine has effectively expanded a canal that goes West inland and out through Romania, and since Russia won't blockade Romania, that effectively means Ukraine has made it unable to be effectively blockaded?
>These ammunitions are united by a previously uncharacteristic color palette in yellow and green tones, indicating new production (previously, shells were painted only gray), as well as filling with hexal instead of TNT .

As far as I'm aware most Russian ammunition already used A-IX-2 and A-IX-10 as their explosive filler and have done since the second world war. The news to me isn't so much that these shells will be filled with Hexal or essentially their bragging about Hexal's relative effectiveness, which whilst effective is kind of a big mixed bag situation... **But more that their "mobilization" shells are** ***not*** **going to be filled with Hexal but instead with regular TNT** or perhaps some other mix.

This probably represents a constraint in further expanding their shell production. It's faster to start using more readily available fillers, perhaps fillers that you can also source externally via your partners than to further increase the already prior increased and likely stretched to the limit domestic production of A-X-12.

TNT is also just cheaper, and why bother wasting money on artillery rounds that are going to be fired in extremely high volume anyway? I can see the justification for it, even if I think this is less a move of principle and more a move of convenience/necessity. 

It's also worth noting that the reason they have a different colour pallete is also because Russia have changed the production composition to avoid their typical grey casings, the traditional casings are meant for long term storage and to extend shelf life, which is kind of irrelevant for shells that are likely going to be shipped to the front line and fired within the month. There would also be some degree of weight savings, although I've got no reference as to whether removing this process is significant or not, this could be partly responsible for the "slight increase in flight range" that was mentioned. 

Not sure what the cost and time savings on production or aerodynamic/weight benefits would be like for removing this step of the process, but it's clearly enough of a difference that Russia have chosen to do it, although I'd guess the real motivator is going to be cost and production volume, any weight or range bonuses will likely be an incidental consequence of those decisions. 

>This fact, coupled with the fact that these ammunition are intended for the 152-mm 2S3 “Akatsiya” and D-20 guns, as well as the 122-mm 2S1 “Gvozdika” and D-30 guns, which are being restored from storage, indicates their “mobilization” nature of production .

Wouldn't surprise me if they're restoring so many new artillery pieces from storage that the pressure from high volume firing of these pieces is posing a serious issue when it comes to keeping the guns supplied. Russia's shell reserves have continued to get smaller since the start of the war, soon enough any ex-Soviet storage reserves are going to be a thing of the past if not already to some extent and Russia will be entirely reliant on new domestic production and the production of its partners, namely North Korea. 

If Russia is only intending to bring these pieces out of storage out of necessity instead of choice, then I can see the argument for accelerating production through a reduction of complexity, particularly when Russia already holds a significant artillery advantage both in pieces and supply, they don't necessarily need to exclusively target qualitative improvements and still maintain that advantage. 

Unfortunately we still don't have any news on the new projectile types for the 2S35, assuming those types are going to be delayed then the 2S35 will have a maximum range of 40KM, perhaps slightly more than that using these newer and more aerodynamic shells. Regardless of the current ammunition situation, 40km is still a very comfortable range and good for counter battery work. This isn't to say that it's some silver bullet, just that it's potentially going to represent a significant improvement of capability for Russian counter battery operations which up until now seem to have been struggling.
So Soviet built gun gets the regular round. Mstas get the new design?


What I find completely interesting  are the disappeared are the heavier 203mm and tyulpans.

Are drones that much of a.problem?
Did Russian artillery ever adapt Gerald Bull extended range full bore base bleed design, have always wondered also Are this rounds rocket assisted never heard about Russia Rocket assisted artillery programs.
I'm locking comments on this because the Zaluzhny/Zelensky has been discussed repeatedly over the last few days, and nothing new has come out. Until there's something new, it's just talking in circles.
The reliance on foreign aid alone makes a coup incredibly unlikely.

At most, maybe we'll see an ugly situation arise where political opponents in Ukraine and Russian funded propaganda all start calling for an election, which could cause some problems for Zelenskyy.
There's absolutely no chance of a coup. Zelensky is still very popular, the armed forces aren't divorced from society and don't see themselves as having such a role, and they are also smart enough to know what kind of impact that could have on foreign aid, which remains their most important lifeline. And if such a step was to be taken (which it won't be), it would not be immediately followed by a real restoration of civilian power in any case; no one enjoys enough support to be seen as having any kind of legitimacy if he was put in power following such a move.

Firing Zaluzhny will lead to some grumbling and might put a dent in Zelensky's popularity but there's no such threat to his position.
>The question is, is there a possibility of a military coup?

Unlikely. Also only if Zaluzhny wants to fight the war without Western supplies.

It could on the other hand lead to renewed pressure to run presidential elections.
There's a bunch of reports on this topic, but they all rely on one disgruntled politician (Honcharenko) and anonymous sources.  This is also not the first time this exact thing has been pushed into the media by the same sources.  So, this is far from fact and refuted publicly by all other named sources.

It is a BIG stretch for you to leap into asking about a military coup at this point.
Zaluzhnyi's job isn't to 'do a good job despite the circumstances', its 'win the war'. He's not really winning it, and it doesn't seem like he's about to start. I can see some merit in shaking leadership up and giving someone else a shot.
The Wire said the sale was blocked in Congress

>Today, “the purchase is stuck in the US Congress because of anger over the brazen attempt to assassinate Pannun. US representatives have frozen the legislative movement needed for proceeding with the sale,” a highly-placed source in Washington told this reporter. The source, who operates at the top layer of US policymaking, cannot be identified as he is not  authorised to speak to the media.

>Explaining the delay in delivering these lethal, long-range weapons to India, the Washington-based source says that Indian-American lawmakers in particular are deeply concerned about the fallout from the indictment of an Indian named Nikhil Gupta. He has been formally charged with conspiring to kill Pannun, and is currently in detention in the Czech Republic pending his deportation to the US.



You then said that Congress had given the deal a green light. The State Department is not the one blocking the sale and it was never claimed that it was. This update does nothing to clarify whether Congress, where the deal is supposed to be stuck has given the green light. I know the pro BJP nationalists young teens on Indian defence part of the website want to say this is all fake news, but until I see any reporting from someone credible saying it isn't the case, so not the Hindustan Times and Financial Express which are worse than tabloids, I will chose to believe the person who has a high reputation amongst people who actually work in defence.
Your post has been removed because it is off-topic to the scope of this subreddit.
If they aren't wearing immersion suits (which seems unlikely as they wouldn't be wearing them during action stations, too bulky), your average person would survive for about an hour or two.

A bit longer if they got out of the water and onto a raft, but cold water in the winter doesn't mess around. I'm basing my information off my training for cold weather survival and immersion training that I've had with the US Army and my current civilian employer. 

TLDR: they are probably all dead.
My quick googling says Black Sea water temp in January is around 31-50 F, colder in the northwest and warmer in the southeast.  Expected survival time in water 32-40 F is about 30-90 minutes and in water 41-50 F about 1-3 hours (exhaustion or unconsciousness about half those times, so I'd assume drowning at that point if not wearing flotation aid).  Obviously, if you're able to get mostly or even partly out of the water, then the survival times should increase.

https://www.britannica.com/place/Black-Sea/Climate

https://ussartf.org/cold_water_survival.htm
Honestly after seeing the one drone cruise right into a gaping hole in the hull I think we can all assume it was game over at that point.  The couple frames of vertical hull at the end were just conformation.
https://www.rbc.ua/rus/news/ataka-belbek-shcho-vidomo-udar-ta-ki-mozhut-1706802882.html

Not much is known really, Ukrainians attacked the airport, explosions were filmed from afar and a couple of very blurry frames of something (which isn't really identifiable at all) burning were published, as well as videos showing a lot of smoke emanating from the area. Ukraine hinted at having succeeded at hitting targets without going into any details, Russia claims it shot down 20 missiles and some fragments hit a "communications point" of the airport which was empty and that no one nor anything suffered. Some pro-UA TG channels have talked about planes/radar stations/a training camp being hit, but there's been no form of confirmation for any of that so far.

Maybe the attack failed, or Russians have been more effective than usual in hiding any results, it will probably become clearer soon with satellite images or pictures from the area. Personally the lack of images/videos/notable reactions from either Russian or Ukrainian accounts make me think it might have been a bust.
The US Navy is certainly interested in the concept.  

https://news.usni.org/2024/01/30/pentagon-puts-out-call-for-swarming-attack-drones-that-could-blunt-a-taiwan-invasion   

>DIU’s PRIME – Production-Ready, Inexpensive, Maritime Expeditionary – will buy drones in bulk to respond to a Navy operational need for small autonomous attack craft capable of “intercepting” enemy vessels at high speeds.

>“This is their effort to try to get some new kinetic, lethal USV[s] fielded that can be employed probably in a western Pacific context – maybe the Strait of Taiwan,” naval analyst Bryan Clark told USNI News on Tuesday.
“They want to go out to the commercial world and say, ‘Alright, what do you got in terms of kinetic, lethal USVs that can be produced at scale’.”

>The Navy has been quietly experimenting in the Pacific with a lethal drone concept called “hellscape” that would disrupt an amphibious invasion of Taiwan with a combination of loitering munitions and lethal attack drones. The lethal and autonomous mass would throw off a synchronized invasion, sow confusion and chaos in the strait and buy time for the U.S. and Taiwan to bring more forces, USNI News reported last year. The program was inspired in part by the low-cost lethal surface drones developed by Ukraine and built with off-the-shelf components, USNI News understands.    


I don't know why people have dismissed the idea, it seems to have some very real promise as a counter to ships(or anything else really).   

Right now there are EW countermeasures, and there is a lot of research being done on cheap solutions to drones like Lasers, but I think it's pretty obvious that swarms of autonomous drones are going to be a massive change to warfare in the next few decades.
We don't know exactly how it got destroyed, but an American DDG is much better prepared to fight off small boats. Not only does it boast more capable surface-search radars, it also has the 5" gun, two 25 mm guns and the Phalanx CIWS, all equipped with FLIR. The Tarantul-III had two AK-630s and one AK-176, I'm not sure any of these even had FLIR for night operations, and the engagement radars might struggle to pick up the small boats.

Another thing to note is that this isn't the first attack of this type we see against Russian ships, the previous have failed or at least haven't managed to sink the ship. 

This also isn't to say that they're not a threat at all, but they can probably be dealt with given adequate means.
Probably the best way to counter such drones is using helicopters to shoot them.  It should be far easier to hit a dron if you are far above it, and you could engage drones when they are far away from ships.
It adds credibility to the swarm tactic, because this is essentially that being successfully used.  

But it's a big leap from a lone Russian ship being sunk by Ukrainian drones in the black sea to a US carrier being sunk anywhere by any method.  Those carrier groups have defensive layers and major airpower.  

A lone US ship could be taken down this way, but it's unlikely the US would put a ship in danger that way.  Also, less objectively, but I think equally valid, is the huge gap between US and Russian naval capabilities.  Russia started a major war on their own border nearly 2 years ago, but are struggling with massive losses, have shown little advanced technology, and can't manage to hold sea or air dominance.  The US has shown itself to be far more capable much farther from home.
From the video it looks like the ship was all alone and not part of a grouping.


Presumably the lone gun in the bow is insufficient to counter boat swarms. 


One would expect the US to deploy in larger groups and have plenty of guns available. 


Having said that, you could say that this does bring the threat from hypothetical scenario to a realistic scenario. 
not sure there is much value in thinking about how USN may perform by looking at the experience of the russian navy... different state of equipment and utterly different level of competence.
Missile corvettes don't have adequate defensive systems. It doesn't say anything.
Excellent question.  Out in the open ocean, In a constricted environment (Straits),  I bet a swarm might have a chance to successfully ambush.  As seen in the video, the 1st hit to the rear was a mobility kill.  Could a similar hit to the rear of a carrier kill mobility?  (That's what happened to the Bismarck.). Could swarms of drones repulse an PRC invasion fleet?  The concept is proven, & this  could cut both ways.  
Equally? Probably not, given the US would have air superiority, better tech, better training, etc

But this + the various houthi shenanigans are as good of a proof of concept that a bunch of missiles and suicide boat drones can at least cause serious issues for navies as we can get outside of a US-China war. I mean the houthis yesterday almost got a hit on a US ship, and that was using one cheapo Iranian bottom shelf missile. What happens when it's 500 bleeding edge chinese missiles?

But I see it as a very double edged sword; if $5000 on alibaba can kill a billion dollar ship, then EVERYONE can do that

The US doesn't need to invade people across the water; it won't invade Iran (I don't think so, anyway) and it can't invade mainland China. If no ships can enter the water because each side has 1000 drones waiting to play the knockout game, that defacto hands the W to the US because Iran would just be blockading itself and China needs to credibly be able to land troops on Taiwan.

They could just starve them out, but frankly that'd be incredibly unpopular internationally and domestically
It does, but it would also require a carrier operating within range of drones, and no carrier is going to operate close enough to a hostile coast for that tactic to work.
Wasn't there an aspect to the Millennium Challenge 2002 wargames that demonstrated feasibility with with "suicide" boats?

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Millennium_Challenge_2002

"Soon after the cruise missile offensive, another significant portion of Blue's navy was "sunk" by an armada of small Red boats, which carried out both conventional and suicide attacks that capitalized on Blue's inability to detect them as well as expected."

Probably more a viable strategy these days with the ubiquity of drones strapped with explosives.
Indeed, PBS NewsHour did three segments on this last year.

March: [https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MhuIGLV97Kw](https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MhuIGLV97Kw)

August: [https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F-Kdsi53sGM](https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F-Kdsi53sGM)

October: [https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1iiIUoVFNbY](https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1iiIUoVFNbY)

&#x200B;

I doubt much has changed.
Can't you just put the CNC machine behind a VPN'd router? Geofencing works for consumers, not really for anyone technically sophisticated.
Either is fine as long as you make clear what are your thoughts versus to what the article says. 

As of right now, your post actually breaks the drive by link dropping rule, so I'd recommend dropping more info into the top post, possibly including this.
>Why would you possibly give an interview to the post about breaking sanctions?

IF they just sent spare parts it's not breaking sanctions.
Someone, on twitter I think, was saying decoys no longer matter, because the drone sent to blow them up is worth less than the decoy - and I imagine much easier to produce and deploy and available in vastly more numbers. 

It seems to me that the whole economy of war has changed with drones. Are decoys a casualty of this? 

A decoy is no longer tieing up a whole strike package, it's a morning's work for some dude with a FPV - especially if the decoy is designed to be noticed, which is my understanding.
If US were to retaliate for recent attacks on US servicemen / shipping, drone strikes in Syria would seem to be the least politically controversial & most direct way to hurt the source without widening the conflict.  Wipe-out IRGC officers under the guise of eliminating #2 terrorist in Syria.  
Reuters is citing 5 sources so I think so. I am not sure.
[removed]
The US can go gung-ho on Iran, but that will completely destabilize everything in Eurasia.

Most European and Asian energy imports are coming from the Middle East, all of which would be in the middle of a region war unseen since WW2, grinding Europe, Japan, SK, India, ASEAN, China, etc to a halt.

On top of that, any invasion or war in Iran will quickly lead to the occupying force being bogged down like in Iraq from 2003-present. 

On top of that, that's troops and logistics being spent on the Middle East at the expense of the Pacific or Eastern Europe. At the end of the day, you can't defeat a regional power overnight. 

Look at how bogged down Russia is in Ukraine. That's the same thing that would happen to the US in Iran, China in Taiwan, or India in Pakistan. Most regional nation states have the capabilities to push a war into a stalemate. 

In a way, it's kind of reassuring. It highlights how conventional warfare has limited staying power, and most actors are rational enough to not consider nuclear strikes unless truly threatened. Basically, we end up in a tense equilibrium. 
Please do not make blindly partisan posts.
You also have the UK, Japan, IMF, World Bank and even the Gulf states.
>I'd assume the US will also contribute some aid.

I wouldn't assume that. Aid to Ukraine is very much uncertain right now, more do than it's been in many months. 

On top of that, financial aid to Ukraine from the US is the most controversial of all. Congress is much likelier to fund military aid than financial aid, and honestly it remains to be seen if they'll even do that this year.
You need a bit of both and different people have different roles. You need military realists in your general and flag officer staff but you also need optimists and people who can articulate a clear long term vision in your political ranks.
May be. He used to claim he needed 300 tanks to win the war though.
>Bureaucratic inertia is a heavy thing.  

But then again, anything becomes liquid under pressure. perhaps not all change is observable.
Low Effort
Here's a nice infographic on the Black Sea Fleet:


https://twitter.com/Torger78/status/1707399212558598180


Unfortunately, it hasn't been updated for many months and doesn't include smaller vessels.


Someone has made a sloppier update:


https://twitter.com/intermarium24/status/1753018750918328820


Furthermore, Lokeren keeps tracking the big losses:


https://twitter.com/KaptainLOMA/status/1753136385874141332
I wonder - how viable would it be to just mount an excessive ammount of search lights and machine guns on every ship? Atleast as a stop gap solution? My understanding was that those drones aren't perticularly sturdy.
Theyre roughly on par with older model F-16s, but are likely outclassed by block 50 and up models. Keep in mind these are Hornets, not later model Supers which is all the USN has now. So these are pretty old and AFAIK lack some of the modern modern bells and whistles. 

That being said, the F/A-18s, even the older models, are a very capable aircraft. Very good in a dogfight, though again the F-16 probably edges it out, but MUCH better in BVR thanks to its higher missile capacity. Again, if they have older radars and a worse data link profile they are probably slightly behind a more modern F-16 in capability. But they also carry twice the AAMRAMs as an F-16. -18s also can use nearly every important US A2G weapon in the arsenal, including LGBs, GPS bombs, and HARMs. THe only issue with weaponry is that while the USAF and Navy share *some* weapons in common, they dont share *all* weapons. So there is some redundancy there that would force Ukraine to double dip if they flew a mixed -16/-18 fleet. Moreover I'm not sure what limitations the Aus models have, if it would be hard to get them to use ordinance built for use by USN *Super*hornets. Lastly, the Aus planes are absolutely in 'rode hard, put away wet' condition. While you probably dont call them trash to the Australian's faces, its actually not a bad summary of their condition. Flight hours will be limited, maint hours will be long. 

Would it have helped? Sure something is better than nothing. But underpinning all these fighter debates is the reality that no non-stealth fighter in the US arsenal can go it alone vs. MIG-31s and S-400s. Neither the F-16 or FA-18 would have been game changers, but rather useful capability boosts.
I think they represented an option for an interim capability to launch a fairly large payload of NATO ordnance, at a time when F-16s were not a sure thing.

It's unrealistic to assume that all 41 hornets were flyable (they were originally sold in the [expectation](https://australianaviation.com.au/2023/02/classic-hornets-still-to-be-sold-to-private-air-combat-company) they would be rigged for remote piloting and used as target practice),

> Defence has confirmed it still intends to sell 46 of its retired Hornets to a private US firm that poses as the enemy in air-to-air combat training.

 but the RAAF had extensive maintenance notes about each aircraft and their estimated remaining flying hours, and operating the 10-20 in best condition would have been a realistic boost to the UAF for the few thousand hours they had remaining.

However, I'm not the guy in charge of training all the support staff to get them in the air.
Presuming that the deleted article was about the Australian F-18s:

The Australian F/A-18s were both older models which are very different from the models that followed after and are in very poor condition. They would need a lot of work and support from the US, and then only get Ukraine more or less the same capabilities of their existing MiG-29s.

Background:

The F/A-18 was heavily redesigned between the "hornet" and "super hornet" models. The "super hornets" are borderline new aircraft being around 25% larger but with a reduced radar cross section from the originals, along with all the improvements to systems that you'd expect from being a new model.

Australia only operated the older models of F/A-18 and reporting last year suggested that the planes they had were in poor condition. While it might be possible for there to be some sort of "ring" donation scheme where Australia donates their Hornets to the US (who repairs and upgrades them to be placed in reserve) and the US donates their reserve Hornets to Ukraine, it doesn't look like this option was pursued.
I'm not sure but I've found it mentioned a few times.  

[An interview with Prof. Justin Bronk, Senior Research Fellow, Airpower & Technology, RUSI.](https://defence24.com/armed-forces/western-fighters-for-ukraine-air-to-air-missiles-are-the-key)   
   
>Is there a role for Great Britain to play? I assume Eurofighter Tranche 1 would not be a desired choice here, but perhaps UK could give its own Eurofighters in exchange for Spanish F/A-18 Hornet, which are also available of using short runways, though they are older than Gripen?   

>There are also a limited number of F/A-18 Hornets practically available, though Spain perhaps could exchange some for Typhoons and Australia could also deliver a few that remain in storage. The largest problem with F/A-18 is that while it would be easier to maintain than F-16 or Typhoon and it would certainly be able to operate from austere airbases, it would still be dependent on the US agreeing to late model AMRAAM export approval to be effective in the core air-to-air task.

>I would also like to highlight that the likely unwillingness of the US to deliver late-model AMRAAM (as opposed to the older AIM-120B used in NASAMS) to Ukraine is not about being selfish. It would involve a genuine, serious trade-off against the core effectiveness of American airpower against China and other state threats because – like I said earlier – once being fired at Russian aircraft across the frontlines, those missiles would almost immediately be recovered, examined, shipped to China and thus compromised.
It sounds like one of those situations where he didn’t violate policy because there was NO policy to violate. You often don’t realize something could be a problem until it is.

The power was transferred properly to the DepSecDef at first, but the assumption from all non-Austin parties was that power would just return to the SecDef within a couple days. What was expected to be a routine medical procedure turned out to not be.

However, the combination of the complication, the holiday break (probably some key staff were out so the B-teams were in charge), and the lack of notification to anyone outside Austin’s inner circle lead to confusion and frustration for the Pentagon.

On the plus side, it’s good to have this happen when we’re NOT at war, so that policies like this can be fleshed out.
According to [Kiel](https://app.23degrees.io/view/5V9AdDpw1pmLxo1e-bar-stacked-horizontal-figure-1_csv), the EU plus EU members had overtaken the US already at the end of October 2023. (The EU numbers dont include Norway and the United Kingdom which are two sizeable donors too)

133bn versus 72bn. Of course, thats not the most up to date numbers, and the Kiel numbers always need to be taken with some salt, but the general direction should be accurate.
The article doesn't mention it explicitly, but that part of the case was specifically about whether Russia had violated the [International Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ukraine_v._Russian_Federation_(2019\)). 

I'm not an expert on this treaty, but given its name, the judges were probably correct in their interpretation. It's stupid, but signatory states probably wanted to keep their freedom of action when it comes to supporting non-state actors abroad and drafted the treaty accordingly.
Yeah. I understand why these international courts exist. But frankly, until they have an enforcement mechanism, their opinions ultimately mean little. Same as the recent genocide ruling against Israel. They hold no legitimacy because they hold no power, and because they have no consistent framework of understanding.
Checking out their definition of funds: 

>Funds means assets of every kind, whether tangible or intangible, movable or immovable, however acquired, and legal documents or instruments in any form, including electronic or digital, evidencing title to, or interest in, such assets, including, but not limited to, bank credits, travellers cheques, bank cheques, money orders, shares, securities, bonds, drafts, letters of credit.

And their reasoning: 

>A good-faith interpretation of the ICSFT must take into account the fact that the concern of States parties when drafting that Convention was not the means or military resources that terrorist groups might use to commit acts of terrorism, but rather the acquisition of financial resources that would enable them

What a joke. The idea that a 20 dollar Western Union would count because it could be used to buy a gun but the actual transfer of millions of dollars worth of military hardware doesn't is almost comical. You can't transfer the money to enable the means, but the means themselves? Just fine!
We're also filtering any mention of Musk and Dogecoin, Tesla, Hyperloop, Neuralink since they are in no way relevant to our subreddit. There might be a few cases of false positives, if you believe that your comment qualifies, consider sending a modmail and it will be manually reviewed. 

*I am a bot, and this action was performed automatically. Please [contact the moderators of this subreddit](/message/compose/?to=/r/CredibleDefense) if you have any questions or concerns.*
I am partially convinced by the points others have made about the recent uptick in OnlyFans-related porn-promoting botnets. I say partially because although this particular botnet or botnets are perhaps superficially porn-related, the botnets do seem to be engaging on political and news-related topics, which means they could be intended for more nefarious purposes and only posing as porn bots as a cover. In any case, I find it concerning how even such transparent and easy-to-detect bots are operating with impunity, because that suggests more subtle botnets focused on more important topics may be operating with equal impunity.
That's a really good and interesting point. I didn't consider that angle because many of the accounts liked my pro-Ukrainian tweets before following me, but I hadn't thought through how *all* of my currently visible tweets are pro-Ukrainian (I purge that account regularly so I have literally no tweets on any other topic) so any botnet targeting me would probably like pro-Ukrainian tweets first if liking a tweet first was part of their algorithm for adding a new follow.
I'm in the US at the moment but have lived in many countries, and I very much appreciate hearing what experts are saying about the campaigns they are observing elsewhere because that provides insight into the current toolkit employed by Russian propagandists. Which can of course be turned against any target, including the US.
I would suggest not lecturing a mod about post quality.

I am attempting (1) to convert my anecdotal experience into data by asking a similarly situated group of people whether they are seeing similar trends and (2) to see if this particularly well-informed community knows of an especially well-qualified organization I can reach out to for further investigation to confirm or disprove my suspicions. I link to new information in that you can see my list of followers and easily observe the strange trend I identify. It's not conjecture to say it looks like a botnet when it clearly is a botnet, nor is it "mixing with emotions" to point out why the issue should be concerning to us.

Take your lecturing, childish posturing elsewhere please.
It's a good refresher for everyone who wants to rush pell-mell into new entanglements. And justifies the sometimes excruciating slowness and inaction from professionals in Foggy Bottom on hot button issues.
[removed]
Engaging is some senseless conflict without a clear goal in mind does anything but strengthen America.
The rest of the world already knows perfecty well that the US can be "bullied into submission". You are just haggling about the price. Being in denial of that is how the US ended up fighting in Vietnam for literally no possible gain back in the day.
>Israel sees their battlefield victories get nullified in the name of US politics and Iran learns the Americans won't commit to a long conflict so with enough attacks on the US and their allies it's possible to eventually force them to pull out of Syria and Iraq.   

Iran already knows the US won't commit to a long conflict, everyone knows this. Why would the US be interested in another serious ME war when we've already spent two decades there and the end result has been a significant erosion of our strategic position?    

A withdrawal might concern some allies, especially those in the ME, but the most strategically important allies we have would cheer a more sensible allocation of US resources.
I think it's kind of silly to frame the US deciding that certain fights aren't in its interest as "being bullied into submission."

We pretty clearly defend our interests when it matters. After all, the entire world didn't hate the US for a couple decades there for how much we let ourselves get "bullied into submission.":
You mean the allies that have been calling for us to pressure for a ceasefire anyway? I have to say it's typically Israeli to launch a completely and totally open ended, morally questionable, politically hypercomplex and brutal urban warfare campaign and then complain when we don't just give them an infinite political and financial paycheck.

If you want to talk about undermining the US place in the world, there are many places you could point. The House of Representatives firstly right now, but this isn't one of them.
I thought Rosen’s name was familiar, then I remembered that he’s also the guy who [gave a platform to Benjamin Dichter after the Freedom Convoy](https://www.tabletmag.com/sections/news/articles/the-freedom-convoy-renegade-jew-benjamin-dichter). He’s definitely working a partisan angle.
It's a "defeat" when measured up against the literally unattainable goals that Israel's government publicly set for itself (expulsion or permanent boots-on-the-ground occupation).
>It's more in the interest of holding together Israel-Saudi/Middle East normalization than anything else, which would provide a stronger front against Iran if formed.   

This doesn't really make sense to me, how is that a stronger front? Their "normalization" wouldn't make any real impact on the regional balance or strength of either group. They're still incapable of dealing with Iran or Iran's proxies by force. This is why KSA appears to be moving to a more neutral status, because their odds of success are higher if they just throw $$ at the situation.
Preventing the destruction of an Iranian proxy does not provide a stronger axis against Iran, quite the opposite. It also serves to embolden Iran and Hezbollah, as 07/10 would turn out to be only a short term setback for Hamas.

On the other hand, an elimination of Hamas may make Israeli-Saudi normalisation impossible in the short term, if that, since KSA is still indicating that they are all for the deal even now, once the fighting quiets. But that's only temporary. With some elapsed time, it would have blown over.

Biden is hurt by the war in the polls and wants it finished. There is no long term strategy.
>Fast forward to the point Israel realizes their security is only going to be completely, unambiguously secured by themselves and themselves only. 

If that's what they believe, then they're wrong.  In the long run, Israel has more to fear from being perceived as and treated like 1980s South Africa than it does from any Arab or Muslim military power.  It is not and never will be an autarkic power.
>I really think by 2030 we see a nearly independent Israel with an extremely happy trigger finger who doesn't listen to anyone. And I do think they will go toe to toe with Iran eventually. I find it inevitable.

Why?

Their most productive citizens tend to be the more liberal faction. Some of the most radical zionists don't even serve in the military. They get support, influence, weapons, and backing from the West contingent on not going full mask off

What good is left in Israel if they choose to go down that path? They might win, or they might massively lose if Iran decides to go Nuclear as a result of getting bombed, but more likely it's just a quagmire with open conflict, mobilization, slow attrition, with Israel losing the things that made it so special and great

Like, I can see how it might happen, but the Israel I picture as a result of that is basically nuclear armed Algeria. Which isn't good for anyone
I wouldn't be so sure. A lot of Israelis are just as fed up with their government's behavior as the rest of the world. Especially young Israelis. I wouldn't be surprised if after this war they elect someone who actually attempts to make peace possible because the current way isn't working and hasn't worked in decades.
[removed]
Blindly Partisan
Or they can just fire on the cargo ships and sink them. 

There are no rules that say you can't sink cargo ships bound either to or from an enemy harbor. It is an act of war and all, but Russia and Ukraine is a wee bit beyond that.
They're referring to the fact that Ukraine has managed to increase it's grain exports through the Black Sea to their highest point since the 2022 invasion, surpassing the volume during the now expired grain corridor agreement

https://www.reuters.com/markets/commodities/ukraines-black-sea-grain-export-success-tested-by-red-sea-crisis-2024-01-24/
Oh yes, the drones are a problem for practically all branches of the military. Even the artillery, which experienced a massive resurgence in this war.
The ship was sunk fairly close to the shore, in fact in a kind of a lagoon. Rafts should have gone up even if no one was able to deploy them on time.  

There still could be dead due to exposure but unlikely to be majority (much less, everyone).
It looks like the ship was sunk just 4-6kms away from the coast though, which  I would think would mean escaping on one of the life rafts or being rescued in time should not be too much of a challenge (although I don't know anything about how such operations are conducted).
>I don't know why people have dismissed the idea, it seems to have some very real promise as a counter to ships(or anything else really).   

Imo it is just the evolved version of the torpedo shore batteries that were effectively used as early as 120 years ago. 

500 lb of HE will cause severe damage to a ship, doesn't matter if it is delivered by torpedo, aerial bomb, cruise missile or surface drone. It is silly to dismiss it- it would've been equally silly to dismiss it 20 years ago. LCS was built to counter things like this, though it probably wouldn't have done it too well.
Another big question mark is damage control training. We might never know for sure how the crew of this particular ship performed, but it’s not known to be a highly developed skill set for the Russian surface fleet in general.
That’s exactly what they’ve been doing. Most of the USV attacks are getting stopped by a mix of small boats and helicopters using machine gun fire. Attacks in harbors have proven difficult, especially if barrier booms have been deployed. The video doesn’t show how many drones were used, but it’s clear the corvette was still firing on them with its CIWS even after sustaining damage.
The Tarantul-III has one AK-176 naval gun and two AK-630 rotary cannons. Together with radar detection, that should be enough to counter such drones.
Of course one way to counter a drone swarm is with a larger swarm of smaller drones on the scale of the FPV drones that are being used in Ukraine. Given the irony that the Russian ship which was sunk were originally designed as relatively cheap missile boats designed to sink larger vessels by overwhelming them with massed missile salvos it would be pretty fitting if suicides drones get swarmed by the smaller drones.
> If no ships can enter the water because each side has 1000 drones waiting to play the knockout game, that defacto hands the W to the US because Iran would just be blockading itself and China needs to credibly be able to land troops on Taiwan.

Does each side have 1000 drones, or a million, or any other equal number? Or does each side have as many as they can build and deploy in-theatre?

> But I see it as a very double edged sword; if $5000 on alibaba can kill a billion dollar ship, then EVERYONE can do that

If it does become a contest of highly attritable $5000 dollar drones, then the W is probably going to the side which can churn out the most of them the fastest. And there's a reason they're listed on Alibaba.
China doesn't need to land troops on Taiwan, it could enact a missile (and/or drone) blockade as well.
Don't put any stake in that wargame. 

https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/s/HzmzLy59zc

https://www.reddit.com/r/WarCollege/s/in1FXAgigw

https://www.reddit.com/r/WarCollege/s/w8syAnl99P
Millennium Challenge 2002 was not designed to test the tactics used by Red, so it had serious flaws in the simulation that made them more effective than they should have been. From the paragraph after your quote:

> Such defeat can be attributed to various shortfall in simulation capabilities and design that significantly hindered Blueforce fighting and command capabilities. Examples include: a time lag in intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance information being forwarded to the Blueforce by the simulation master, various glitches that limited Blue ships point-defense capabilities and error in the simulation which placed ships unrealistically close to Red assets.
These machines commonly have gps lojack, vibration/movement sensors, remote lockout if they don't authorize periodically, etc. You can't really do much with them without the OEM knowing. The reason is the OEM doesn't want to be on the hook for damage/errors caused by the customer doing improper setup/maintenance. These are precision machines that can rack up millions in lost revenue from downtime quite quickly, so the contracts and technical means to enforce them are pretty severe to reflect that.

It is in no way similar to a consumer using a VPN to avoid IP geofencing on say Netflix.
you can block vpns too...you can require account logins. every oem knows where every cnc is at any given time. these are heavy machine tools that cost hundred of thousands of dollars at times and need consant parts and maintenance. theres a lot of small things you can do that will make it a cat and mouse game. right now theres none of that happening
Sorry! I’ll add a short blurb to the post.

E: Added a short summary, does that work?
>He did not respond after being given copies of trade records showing that in nearly every case his firm was importing complete CNC machine tools, some listed by model and trade code, and not merely parts.

>After The Post contacted Bredikhin, dozens of posts were deleted from I Machine Technology’s Instagram account. Among them were images and videos of the Sochi retreat, of Yu with other Taiwanese executives and of Bredikhin visiting Taiwan.
The only way it makes sense to me is Iran doesn't want to be drawn in right now, only when it is able to be more prepared for a conflict.
Please do not make blindly partisan posts.
[removed]
Who said anything about an invasion of Iran?
And all bilateral aid from individual eu countries. This isn't all the aid coming from EU countries, this is some of the aid coming from EU the organisation.
but an articulate and clear long term vision is only a viable one if its based on realistic assumptions of the situation lest it becomes but a dream.
That is an *extreme* oversimplification and misrepresentation of what he said.
That is false. He is reported to have said he needed 300 tanks, 600-700 infantry fighting vehicles and 500 howitzers for the counter-offensive in the summer, which he did not get anywhere near of btw...
probably pretty hard to get the maintenance infrastructure in place as well. Many people asking for x, y, and z fail to realize that you can't just plug it and go.
RAAF hornets have APG-73 which is better than the F-16 APG-68.  But the rumors are the Ukrainian F-16's are gettting APG-83 radars as they get removed from american F-16's during the upgrade process
[removed]
>It's unrealistic to assume that all 41 hornets were flyable (they were originally sold in the expectation they would be rigged for remote piloting and used as target practice)

Jeez, suddenly the quote about 'trash', though not very diplomatic, definitely makes a lot more sense.
Isn't the US soon introducing AIM-260's anyway?
Sorry I should have specified I meant [military support.](https://app.23degrees.io/view/tAuBi41LxvWwKZex-bar-stacked-horizontal-figure-2_csv_final)
Private interests less likely to have access to weapons, but will have access to money.  How can states clamp down on others while preserving their own ability to support terrorism...
The UN explicitly sets them up as a fancy debate club. All enforcement powers are vested in the security council, and the security council is not bound by anything that the ICJ rules or did not rule. 

When you consider the environment that the UN was set up in, it made sense. FDR/Stalin/Churchill had absolutely no intention of letting a gaggle of small countries that they never heard of bully them from the general assembly. Judges are elected by the general assembly. There is a set of countries that FDR/Stalin/Churchill consider to be their peers, and that is the only opinion that matters. Everything else is a fancy debate club. 

If you want this to change, you need to convince Biden/Putin/Xi to let themselves be bullied by a simple majority of countries in the general assembly. Good luck.
Please allow, I removed the offending name
A lot of the OF bots just like/retweet content that is news friendly and targets well with western young adults, such as pro ukraine/pro palestine content.
The case of Ukraine is a lot more murky because weapon systems and aid quickly became a radioactive political football as Ukraine was contemplating a counterattack, and since then it is very hard to see the US’s strategy as anything but the output of a broken political system.
[removed]
> when we've already spent two decades there and the end result has been a significant erosion of our strategic position?

We spent those two decades eliminating Iraq as a strategic competitor to Iran. Effectively strengthening our chief rival there (Iran) rather than weakening them. Of course our strategic position gets worse when we shoot ourselves in the foot!
[removed]
I’m don’t see repositioning outside of cities for six weeks precluding a permanent occupation. There are plenty of areas of the West Bank where that don’t have a permanent Israeli presence, but there’s still a strong occupation force that controls the area in general. It’s hard to know Israel’s long term strategy, but it wouldn’t be surprising if they were hoping to replicate a similar occupation structure.
How is a permanent occupation unattainable? That has been the situation in Gaza between 1967 and 2005. For nearly 40 years. And the situation in the WB for almost 60 years now, including the reoccupation of Palestinian cities after the IDF withdrew from them between 1994-1999.
Yes, people here hate it but I can't find any credible military or FP analysts who believe Israel's "Strategy" has been successful.   

Israel started the war in a very bad strategic position and is going to leave the war in an even worse position, and no one inside Israel seems to understand that. The US seems to be trying to save Israel from compounding their mistakes and I don't think they've been very successful at that.
Hamas wouldn‘t be eliminated no matter what the US or Israel does.
>I wouldn't be so sure. A lot of Israelis are just as fed up with their government's behavior as the rest of the world.

Thanks for reminding me (again) that people on here literally have no clue about the conflict.

https://archive.is/HpwbF

"Ninety-four percent of Jews, and 82 percent of the total population in Israel, think the Israel Defense Forces has used the right amount of firepower in Gaza (51 percent among Jews), or not enough (43 percent). Three-quarters of all Israelis think the number of Palestinians harmed in the course of the war is justified to achieve its aims; fully two-thirds of the Jewish respondents say the casualties are definitely justified, and only 21 percent say "somewhat.""

In fact, the writer seems to have hand-written a message directly to you:

"the time has come to stop looking for salvation from the Israeli-Palestinian nightmare in opinion polls."
I'm not sure the thousands upon thousands of zionists and religious hardliners in the Israeli government, IDF etc will sit idly by. I could see a coup in this case, easily. The same people who have the most capacity to keep and or take power *are* the Israeli nationalists too

I cannot see any liberal faction taking control in Israel. At least not for long, since inevitably there will be an attack that pushes more people towards nationalism/defense. And to go back on my first point, I solidly believe the current Israeli government has its roots throughout Israel and is made up of the majority of nationalists and hardliners. And I do not believe these people will take any answer other than the one they want.
[removed]
It would not be an act of war against Ukraine, but whomever the ship was flagged under. Putin has shown very little desire to expand this conflict I don’t think he would approve attacks on civilian ships from dozens of countries.
Striking civilian shops of third countries is quite a bit further than just striking ukrainian military vessels.

It's easier for a remote controlled drone to strike a large civilian ship, so russian exports through black sea will be threatened as well.
It might end up killing civilian crews with Filipino, Greek, and Indian backgrounds.
I have *very* little faith in the Russian Navy to have their sailors practice donning survival equipment, life vests, or having working rescue equipment. 

I have *less* faith in a search and rescue party responding to the area of the sinking where there were still active drones and finding individual sailors swimming around in the dark. 

Time will tell, but I'd be betting on some Russian families getting new Ladas (if they are lucky) or bags of beers (if they aren't).
Finding a single human bobbing in the ocean at night is incredibly difficult. The US Navy just lost 2 SEALs during a night operation.

I wouldn't bet on any survivors.
I'd rather have a five inch gun and ESSMs
> that should be enough to counter such drones.

We have footage of several such drone attacks. We've seen those boats getting engaged by gunboats, sailors,  helicopters and far larger vessels all simultaniously and yet barely getting intercepted. We've seen how much fire power it can take. They are small and the sea rocky. Simpy having a cannon, or even three, doesn't make you ountouchable. If the armamaent of the Tarantul 'should be enough' then the Ukrainians wouldn't bother with these types of attacks at this point.
I was actually told that the relocation detection was due to ITAR regulations, not just for warranty issues (I think it may even say as much in the manual for certain machines). 

In any case, that's been the case for 10 years now, it's pretty clear that it's already been defeated. Tricking a civilian GPS receptor to think it's in a different location isn't that difficult, and you can get a code from the manufacturer to allow for repositioning the machine within the building it was authorized to. 

Doing that is actually pretty similar to setting up your own VPN to avoid IP geofencing. You just have to buy a GPS simulator. They cost like, a few thousand bucks are pretty easy to use.
You can easily make your own VPN that you would only use for that machine. It's impossible to figure out that it's a VPN when you're the only person using it. VPNs aren't some magic software that only a chosen few people can do, and the only reason you can tell it's a VPN is because a lot of people use them.



You could easily set up a fake company in a third country, open offices, set up a VPN in those offices, and use it to reship parts and machines. It's not a cat and mouse game, it's a case of it being impossible to know unless you go inspect every single machine with a real human.
Yep
I think this is wrong.  

Iran doesn't want to be drawn into a direct conflict now or in the future, because their current strategy is working. They're applying pressure to the US in order to accelerate a US withdrawal from the region, forcing the US into a serious war doesn't benefit them.
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
No one, but to be fair that's an easy step to end on in the escalation ladder given that it's likely Iran would build a nuclear bomb as a response to serious US attacks of it's territory.
What did he say?
[removed]
Please refrain from drive-by link dropping.  Point out what it says in the page you're referencing.
Australia had already sold the 18 airframes in best condition [to Canada](https://adbr.com.au/canada-receives-final-ex-raaf-f-a-18a-b-hornets/) in 2021.
I mean, I don't think they should exist at all. I think they're pointless for all the reasons you say. They can judge Milosevic all they want, but Putin? Not a chance. If they're gonna pretend to function under the rule of law and order, then a fundamental principle is equality under the law. Fundamentally impossible in this world.
Not to be too paranoid, and I will admit that I could be wrong about my particular case having anything to do with anything other than porn-peddling now that the possibility has been pointed out to me, but that trend of focusing on news seems to provide perfect cover for more nefarious, politically-focused botnets to pose as OF bots. Which would actually be a pretty good way of laundering money, too. You could flow many small payments through an OF model's account, making it difficult to attribute the funding to any specific individual or organization. The funds could then be converted into influence networks by funding botnets that effectively function as political messaging, funding for which would otherwise be subject to the various restrictions of US campaign finance laws.

And the fact that the OF botnets are operating with such impunity suggests that botnets with more nefarious purposes are able to operate with similar impunity, so even if this particular case is not an example of a pro-Ukrainian or pro-Russian astroturfing campaign, it suggests that they could. And if as my experience suggests it is indeed possible to operate botnets on Twitter with near complete freedom, it would almost be more surprising in the current geopolitical environment if the Russians and Ukrainians *were not* operating such botnets.
> Blindly Partisan

> Garbage
[removed]
It can be virtually eliminated, as it is in the West Bank. Able to do a shoot out once or twice a year. Not command a state with an army of tens of thousands of fighters, tens of thousands of rockets and so on.

ISIS technically still exists in Iraq and Syria and conducts a strike from time to time. But the Islamic Chaliphat is gone. It's impossible to argue that the anti ISIS campaign was not effective.
I wasn't referring to their opinion of the reaction to oct 7.
>Striking civilian shops of third countries is quite a bit further than just striking ukrainian military vessels.

That is part of what I was getting at, every blockade would need to strike ships regardless of origin, it is not the lack of capability but of will to fall out with the third parties.
Yes, it would be subject to tit-for-tat. Most options are.
That is true. The ratings were probably very much unprepared for anything out of the ordinary.
The situation is vastly different.
every oem knows where their machines are. if haas sold 10 cnc lathes and its sending out software update packages that require you to login into your account with haas to access and download it...you know, the way it works for most things...there is no way that having just a vpn gets you out of that bind. it doesnt mean you cant figure it out but it also doesnt mean its as simple as using a vpn. there are also a whole load of plants in all kinds of different locations under different ownership. good luck coordinating at that level
I will have to think about that.
What does a US withdrawal look like to you? It seems like the US strategy of containing the conflict with measured strikes is working and they're certainly not withdrawing from bases or holdings in the region.
Counter point: US and Israel would seek to wipe out any Iranian attempts to develop nuclear weapons by bombing any production or enrichment facilities as well as covert ops to assassinate key figures in the program.

The assassinations have been going on for a while now presumably by Mossad but it would be upped to a 100 if the U.S. ever decided to invade Iran. There’s only so much facilities you can build for development and it takes a long time to do so and find the personnel to build it. 

I actually think the building of a bomb would be set back decades if the U.S. ever got involved.
Not that. 

In a series of statements and requests for better equipment, 300 tanks was one of dozens of items requested that would allow the Ukrainian Army to make advances during their offensive. There were also numbers of IFV, Artillery, etc etc. 

u/morbihann is *extremely* disingenuous in his statement because in no way did he claim that with 300 tanks he was going to "Win the War". 

I don't think NATO and their partners did actually provide the 300 tanks. In any case, what they *did* provide was a grab bag of half a dozen different tank types, drip fed over a year, to a mish-mash of units, of varying levels of experience and aptitude. Same with the half dozens types of IFVs, APCs, SPGs, etc etc ad nauseam. 

Then you get someone who is woefully misinformed, or deliberately promoting a narrative, or just plain arrogant saying "weLL We GaVe tHEm AlL tHIs StUFf!?" with no consideration to the realities on the ground, and that no credible military in the world would undertake an offensive with raw troops, a mish-mash of gear and no air superiority.

But Western Leaders placed a lot of pressure on the Ukrainian government to try to rush and end the war with the summer offensive so they can cozy back up to Russia, suck down cheap hydrocarbons and continue to rely on the US military for their defensive obligations. 

Doesn't look like that's happening anymore.
If you want a primary source:

https://raafsca.files.wordpress.com/2012/10/airforce_capabilityguidebook.pdf

HARM is only mentioned on the Growlers, not the F/A-18s or super hornets. Could they carry them? Possibly, even probably, but that's not what is publicly mentioned.
Please do not personally attack other Redditors.
ooof
There is a theory that the UN provides value for the world mostly to provide meeting rooms for diplomats to talk. I generally hold that view, and if the main point of the UN is just to let diplomats talk, having a few fancy debate clubs is reasonable.

And the UN does operate under the law - its own law. It have a well defined set of rules that happen to put some countries above others. The UN does not pretend that all countries are equal. The same way that British law do not consider me and the king to be equal. By birth and by the grace of God, Charles is the king. His family is superior to every other as far as British law is concerned, but the UK is still governed by laws.
I have had a similar experience with people following me recently. If you follow them back, you will get a personal message within 12 hours with a link to thier porn account. I only made the mistake once.
I think it’s a million times more likely to be farming engagement for future porn botting or crypto scamming than some kind of sophisticated infowar operation targeting your tiny Twitter account.
it's certainly possible for sure, however it's almost impossible to tell without having inside knowledge from twitter employees about those bots tbh.
How is Biden placating his left wing fan base? Israel‘s approach is unpopular across the board and over 60% wants this war to end (according to polls).
> Blindly Partisan

> Genocide / War Crime / Atrocity Denial
The ideology and believes of Hamas will certainly remain and grow if Israel keeps up their hardline approach.
What are ratings? Another name for naval crew? Sailors?
I agree.  The two SEALs were in temperate waters, near their mothership, wearing self inflating life vests, with literally years of swim training, being searched for in a safe and permissive environment by a Navy who's technological abilities are borderline Science Fiction. 

And they still died. 

Hence why I don't have faith on ole Ivan recovering anyone.
Why wouldn't you be able to just sign in? I don't understand your argument. Haas has 0 way to know where the machines actually are, all it knows is where the machines were delivered to. If I were to open up a shop in, say, Mongolia, buy a few CNC machines, and then ship them to Russia while operating a VPN from the shop where they were delivered to, there is exactly 0 way Haas could ever tell the difference unless they send a real human to do a physical inspection. I could then go and sign into my Haas account behind my private VPN from my front in Mongolia and there would be no way for Haas to know me or my machines are anywhere else.  


You say "there is no way a VPN gets you out of that bind" but it quite literally does. If you think there is a magical way to tell apart a packet and a copy of that packet I'm all ears; I'm quite confident there isn't.
>What does a US withdrawal look like to you?

It means a reduced presence in the ME, not no presence. 

>they're certainly not withdrawing from bases or holdings in the region.

After multiple strikes on US forces by Iranian-backed proxies who are part of the Iraqi Popular Mobilization Forces, and retaliatory strikes by US forces, [the Iraqi government is putting increased pressure on the US to leave Iraq altogether](https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2024/1/27/us-iraq-begin-formal-talks-on-withdrawing-us-led-military-coalition). 

On top of that, [the Biden administration is now openly mulling the removal of all US forces from Syria](https://foreignpolicy.com/2024/01/24/america-is-planning-to-withdraw-from-syria-and-create-a-disaster/).

Both moves would be a *huge* boon to Iranian interests, as US forces in Iraq and especially Syria (most notably around al-Tanf) are extremely disruptive to Iranian efforts to arm and supply their proxy forces in Syria, Lebanon, and Gaza. 

Iran doesn't want an escalation of the current conflict, as it might push the US to maintain a presence and increase costs for the Iranians. Instead, they want to maintain pressure as a means of harrying US forces across the region and being such a persistent nuisance that it pushes the US to simply pull back.
That is unlikely to work. You may find this article informative: https://apnews.com/article/iran-nuclear-natanz-uranium-enrichment-underground-project-04dae673fc937af04e62b65dd78db2e0


Basically, they have nuclear sites that are somewhere around 100 meters deep into mountains, which is beyond the penetration of any known non-nuclear explosive. 


Iran is also essentially done enriching uranium to a grade sufficient to make a bomb. So its not clear to me how you can stop Iran from taking the existing missile material and assembling it into bombs when you don't have a means of reliably targeting their facilities, much less "send them back decades".
Your username may be making you a particularly enticing target.
I certainly wouldn't think they are targeting me as an individual, but are rather targeting a large swathe of similar accounts into which my tiny account falls. That's how botnets work, regardless of purpose, they engage with far more individuals than any one person could by automating most of the process, including identifying which individual accounts to follow in order to best amplify their messaging or to best simulate real user activity to dodge any remaining anti-bot filters that may be functioning at Twitter. I do not engage on porn or crypto topics and never have, so it is difficult to see why I would be captured by an algorithm targeting accounts that do engage on those topics. That said, and as I have admitted elsewhere in this thread, I hadn't considered the porn angle because I am not plugged into porn industry trends, but it does make sense as an explanation for my specific experience. I am still concerned that it is so easy to operate easily detected botnets, because even if this particular example is unrelated to political messaging it demonstrates that botnets intended for those more nefarious purposes could be operating with similar near complete freedom.
Also, China will not make a strategic decision based on whether Biden "allows" Bibi to obliterate the rest of Gaza or not.
[removed]
That doesn't address his point.  Ideologies didn't do 10/7.
The non officers part of the crew.
"man overboard" drills are essentially "someone is dead, we just haven't found the body"
water conditions in the black sea are going to invariably be far less challenging than bad conditions in actual ocean.

more importantly, from what i've read the view is that the seals likely sunk immediately because of the weight of the equipment they were wearing would have not been offset by their flotation device.  Seems a bit surprising for the second guy that dove in, but that  is my understanding. Else the helo or watercraft would have found them.
>I could then go and sign into my Haas account behind my private VPN from my front in Mongolia and there would be no way for Haas to know me or my machines are anywhere else. 

haas will be able to see where the hundreds of thousands worth of parts are going to your front in mongolia. haas, or more likely anyone working in export control will also be able to see that whatever front you are using in mongolia is nothing but a small office building where haas lathes shouldnt be going. lets assume tho that you stand up a factory in mongolia just for that or that you have a branch there, every time you log in you will need your vpn working to verify your identity with haas directly using 2fa with a phone number in mongolia instead of a resale middile man. you will then have to do this for hundreds of locations and toolers using each piece of machinery
Bombing once is unlikely to eliminate their nuclear program permanently, that is true.

However, bombing once can seal off the entrances to all facilities, and destroy their power supply. Resuming nuclear activities would then require a large and slow excavation operation which itself could be bombed easily. 

While [Iran has enriched uranium to 84%](https://www.pbs.org/newshour/world/un-report-says-uranium-particles-enriched-up-to-83-7-percent-found-in-iran), a level which has no non-weapons use, this is still not enough to produce a nuclear weapon suitable for launching on an missile. And even if some even-more-highly enriched uranium has been produced and not detected, and even if Iran mastered every technical challenge in creating a working weapon and delivering it by missile, we would still be talking a handful of nuclear missiles, which would have good chance of being shot down before reaching Israel or Europe, and even if they hit would likely kill only tens of thousands of people while leading to Iran's destruction in response. So, not really a credible threat right now.

In short, it would be easy to prevent a nuclear Iran by force as long as the political willingness to do so was ongoing.
Please do not make blindly partisan posts.
u/poincares_cook If Israel can't take over Rafah & the Philadelphi corridor (and sources are saying that Egypt doesn't approve of such) then u/SWSIMTReverseFinn is right that Hamas won't be eliminated, they'll still have a supply line that'd allow them to restock arms for insurgent warfare of a mostly-Israeli-occupied Gaza.

And this insurgency would be a lot worse than the insurgency in the West Bank as **A: Shin Bet doesn't have as much assets in Gaza than West Bank** and **B: West Bank militants can only get supplies smuggled from Israel** which puts a bottleneck on their capabilities, resulting them in having only M16s & Haifa-K potassium nitrate fertilizer IEDs weighing at most a couple dozen pounds.

Even back then in the 2nd Intifada, Hamas would regularly detonate 500lb IEDs with effect in Gaza meanwhile in the West Bank the militants there could detonate big bombs for a while but were successfully degraded & whittled away by successive operations to the point it took decades for them to come back in the form they are now in Jenin & Nablus.

Look at what happened here in 2004 and tell me Hamas in Gaza was successfully degraded by Israeli occupation like the West Bank factions were: *"The* ***largest attack*** *since the death of Yasser Arafat claimed the lives of five Israeli soldiers on 12 December, wounding ten others. Approximately* ***1.5 tons of explosives were detonated in a tunnel under an Israeli military-controlled border crossing*** *on the Egyptian border with Gaza near Rafah, collapsing several structures and damaging others. The explosion destroyed part of the outpost and killed three soldiers."* [source](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Second_Intifada)
>water conditions in the black sea are going to invariably be far less challenging than bad conditions in actual ocean

The swells will be smaller on average than the North Atlantic or Southern Ocean, but are frequently dangerous nonetheless, comparable to open ocean, because the fetch is similar to open ocean. The Black Sea is famous for [Bora](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bora_(wind)) winds, and climate change has contributed to [particularly violent](https://www.worldweatherattribution.org/climate-change-increased-heavy-precipitation-associated-with-impactful-storm-bettina-over-black-sea/) sea states recently.
No reason to choose a small office building, you can just pay off a factory that doesn't use Hass tools to be your front. Or you can rent a warehouse, those aren't going to be particularly expensive compared to Haas tools that can go in the hundreds of thousands.


But that's beyond the point, because now your idea on how to stop this is no longer some kind of technical solution, but that export control agents are going to be able to spot straw purchases - well, we already know that that's not true. Without being able to spot the straw purchase in the first place, your DRM scheme is easily defeated.



 You don't need to do anything "every time". You would put an entire VLAN in your factory behind a VPN at the router level. And for SMS you can trivially just set up SMS forwarding. Once this kind of thing is set up you don't need to do anything.  I think you also overestimate how dependent Russia is going to be on a single company. You would only do this for very specialized cases where you can't use other, non sanctioned CNC tools, which would be the vast majority of cases. 


Look, at the end of day, North Korea does this sort of thing all day every day for tons of different software and devices that have always-on DRM. It works. There isn't really a way to stop it. It's pretty easy and it only takes a few hours to set up if you know what you're doing.
The theotheoretical minimum enrichment for a nuke is 20% and also assuming IAEA knows about all their enrichment activities the Iran can turn nuclear within weeks or months and dont expect help from the UNSC since Russia will veto anything the US fronts. Reality is It's too late to prevent a nuclear Iran and once they build even one nuke they become untouchable as North Korea has proven and any shred of fear they had will evaporate
Uranium enrichment is a process where the ratio matters, not the absolute number. Going from 84% to 90% would take very little time. That being said, you could just directly go ahead and make a nuke at 84% enrichment.


 You don't know that bombing the entrance would turn off the power supply. You don't know what kind of power supply they use - there could easily be generators inside and hidden air supply tubes.


 I also am not sure how much bombing it would take to durably seal off a 6 by 4 meter entrance carved out of granite. Would it even really be possible? It would seem that there's no real sealing here, and that it could just be opened back with an excavator.
I agree that without taking over the Egyptian Gaza border Israel cannot reach desired segregation in Hamas capabilities in Gaza.

However:

1. Egypt does not have any reasonable ability to prevent Israeli operation there.

2. The main Egyptian reservation is due to the nearly 2 mil Gazans on or near the border. They fear that an Israeli advance in the area may push them over the border. Similarly the large crammed civilian population is a problem for any IDF operation there. Israel would have to allow the population to move north away from the border before large scale operation there, which should alleviate most Egyptian concerns.

As for comparison between WB and Gaza. 

Israel left Gaza cities in 1994 as part of the Oslo accords and the WB cities between 1994-1999. In 2002 Israel recaptured the Palestinian cities in the WB and reestablished IDF control. This was part of operation defensive shield.

Israel never recaptured the Palestinian cities in Gaza. And has not entered them in force, aside from their outskirts neighbourhoods since 1995.

Hence the difference.
> There isn't really a way to stop it

Yep. State actor can accomplish virtually anything they set their minds to when it comes to IT security. They have high tech equipment and wide ranging techniques along with many highly qualified technicians. Defeating this CNC thing would be trivial for a state actor like Russia.

I think it's silly we're debating this.
From it's not a cat and mouse game to a cat and mouse game in the space of two posts. This has to be some sort of record.
>No reason to choose a small office building, you can just pay off a factory that doesn't use Hass tools to be your front.

and you dont think anyone at haas or us export control is going to think...hey why the frick is this new factory suddenly buying all this specialized cnc machinery in mongolia? how do you think this story from the post came about? you think its that hard to connect the most obvious dots in the world? how many logins would you need, how many front factories would you need, how many phone numbers would you need and how many people are you going to need to manage it? on haas's end, all they will need to do is change protocol to create username and require logins, 2fa and  blocking commercial vpns. something that can be done in an hour

>Look, at the end of day, North Korea does this sort of thing all day every day for tons of different software and devices that have always-on DRM. 

i have never seen any proof that cnc machines from the west are going to north korea in bulk. north korea also isnt fighting a huge war which naturally sucks resources and manpower. you are making this seem like a huge headache for the west to do and easy for russia when the opposite is true. its just ridiculous
> Reality is It's too late to prevent a nuclear Iran and once they build even one nuke they become untouchable as North Korea has proven and any shred of fear they had will evaporate

That or Israel preemptively wipes Tehran off the map.
It appears that only [90% enriched uranium](https://tutorials.nti.org/nuclear-101/uranium-enrichment/) is suitable to put on a nuclear missile.

I guess you could fill a shipping container with 20% enriched uranium and blow it up in a harbor, but that's not very useful as a strategic threat, due to the slowness and difficulty of deploying such a threat, and limited number of targets it could destroy.

Given what you say, "any shred of fear they had will evaporate", it is probably worth taking care of this problem now, when the damage Iran can do is minimal by the standards of nuclear wars, as opposed to the future when they have hundreds or thousands of nukes and can annihilate any country that challenges them (including the two, America and Israel, whose "death" they openly wish for).
It's not a cat and mouse game. There is a single easy technical fix for geofencing. The discussing veered off into export control agents spotting straw purchases, which is completely orthogonal to any kind of technical solution.
Phone numbers cost about 2$ each. As I explained, you physically cannot block a private VPN, there is literally no way of telling it apart from a legitimate connection. As far as your point about export control agents figuring out the fronts, that has nothing to with any kind of technical consideration, and export control agents are already trying to do that, and failing.

I'm going to stop this here because it doesn't seem to me that you understand the technical solutions you are proposing, so I don't see how this conversation could go anywhere.
No it just looks like he said these are all the problems with this approach and you are stuck on step 1 which really doesn't fix anything. It's like changing your tire and all you have done is loosened the lug nuts but 95% of actually changing your tire is still left and you want to bury your head in the sand and ignore it because your knowledge doesn't extend beyond "but VPN".
> there is literally no way of telling it apart from a legitimate connection.

This is factually incorrect. You can use latency to multilateral surprisingly well. But more importantly, any transit provider is going to have layer 2 logging that lets them see all traffic flows and can do traffic correlation. That's how people find Tor end nodes for example. But that data can also come out from a court order, such as when someone is investigating sanctions evasion.
There are no problems with the approach. The only thing that was suggested that is correct is that export control might be able to figure out that the purchaser is not legitimate, which has nothing to do with geofencing, everything else was based on a lack of technical understanding.
> You can use latency to multilateral surprisingly well.

This is not reliable against an adversarial user. 

> But more importantly, any transit provider is going to have layer 2 logging that lets them see all traffic flows and can do traffic correlation. That's how people find Tor end nodes for example. But that data can also come out from a court order, such as when someone is investigating sanctions evasion.

I mean, if you can get a court order on a preventive basis like that to begin with, you might as well just go and inspect the machines in person. It would be less trouble. 

That said I love this stuff, so for the technical way to deal with that : this isn't reliable either against a system that isn't cooperative. It works for Tor because all of your traffic ends up being routed, but against a private network you can send an uncorrelated amount of data at any point and limit your bandwidth to be under the fake bandwidth. You would think that you go directly go to the exit node IP to look for incoming traffic from Russia, but that also doesn't work because you can just bridge the traffic and have two different connections for incoming and outgoing traffic over a local network (for example, you can handle the outgoing or incoming traffic over a cellular SIM). Then you can't actually trace them back. But yes it's a design defect in Tor that you leak metadata regarding to the amount of traffic. 

This is all stuff that I'm sure the Russian state can figure out and has already figured out. They're not exactly incompetent in this domain. There definitely are pitfalls but in the end you can set up a VPN in such a way that it's completely impossible to tell apart for someone outside of your network.
No everything he suggested from 2FA to registration with the OEM is correct. The only thing you suggested that is correct is that VPNs exist. No offense, that's not really technical knowledge or understanding. Anyone who knows the term geofence knows the term VPN, which have been around for almost twenty years.
The machines are already registered with the OEM and 2FA is obviously useless. I don't even understand how you'd think that 2FA would help in any way. If your point is that you'd need a phone number, that's useless because you'd already need that to import it in the first place.
Are the machines registered with a login requirement? Can you please share a link on that. I assume you work with CNC machines?
They are registered to the OEM for things like warranty and service. I've never worked with a CNC machine that required you to login to use it (not that I've worked with machines from more than 3-4 brands) - I think a lot of machine shops would refuse to buy such a machine. But even if you did that, that doesn't change anything as far as geofencing is concerned. There's nothing about logging in that would defeat a VPN.
If they are registered but don't require a login at the moment then I fail to understand how you can argue against what mishka is saying in terms of it becoming a cat and mouse game. "But VPN" only fixes 5% of the problem.
You can login through the VPN. It's not a cat and mouse game if what you're doing doesn't require a significant amount of effort on the other side.
